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By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8608) granting;an 
increase of pension to Samuel "E. :Rumsey; .to the Committee -on , 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8609) granting a pension to Marguerite .B. 
Fitzgerald; to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers -were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By l\Ir. ASHBROOK: Petition of 16 employees of Shelby, 

Ohio, in favor of the Moses bill to increase the pay of postal 
employees; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BYRNS of 'I'ennessee: Papers to accompany H . . R. 
8549, granting increase of pension to _Aaron Ready; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By J\Ir. COLE: Petition of Orange Township Grange, Ran
cock County, Ohio, _protesting against the passage of the Mon
dell bill, known as the ·Lane reclamation plan; to the Commit
tee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of 18 -voters of North ::Milwaukee, Wis., de
manding that .Victor L. Berger be seated as a Member of Con
gress from the fifth district of Wisconsin ; to the Committee on 
Elections No .. 1. 

By Mr. ELSTON: Petition of Berkeley Post, No. 7, American 
Legion, urging adequate appropriation for the United States 
Air Service.; to the Committee on .Appropriations. 

By Mr. EMERSON: .Petition of 33.000 names, signed by sol
criers, sailors, and marines of -Cleveland, Ohio, favoring •the 
Emerson bill to give additional sum of $300 bonus; to the Com
mittee on Military .Affn.ir-s. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM : Petition of .N. "J. -Coben, of ~Baltimore, 
Md .. "favoring House bill "7702; to the ·Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

.Also petition of Clarence 'H. Witt, of Baltimore, Md., favor
ing the one-year payment plan ; to the Committee on Military 
.Affairs. 

.Also petition of H. :B. •Wilcox:, of Baltimore, "Md., protesting 
against the Kenyon bill, ·Senate 'bill 2202; -to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

.Also, petition ,of ·Charles A. Gareis, of Baltimore, 1\ld., and 
George A. Durst, of :Baltimore, Md., ia.voring the Moses resolu
tion, Senate joint resolution No. 84, for ·increasing the salaries 
of post-l)ffiCe clerks and carriers 35 per cent; to the Committee 
on the 'Post .Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Baltimore, 1\Id., asking 
for the repeal of the revenue bill of ~918, H. R. 12863, known 
as the admissiOn tax, increased seating ta...~. and the 5 per cent 
rental tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

.By Mr. LUFKIN: Resolution adopted by Pilgrim's Congre
gatior:al Church of Merrimac, Ma s., in favor of enforcement 
of the prohibition law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAcGREGOR: Petition of J"olln Bilsky and others, of 
New York, protesting against the Smith and 'Towner educa
tional •bills; to the Committee on Education. 

..By .Mr. MURPHY: Petition of members of the Newgarden 
Monthly Meeting: of Fl'iends, of ·winona, Ohio, asking that the 
bill before the Hou e providing for compulsory military train
ing be referred to a -committee that is not identified with mili
tarism; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROW AN: Petition of the Rite Form Corset Co., of 
New York, favoring the program of railroad legislation advo
cated by the Chamber of Commerce of the 'United States; to the 
Gommittee on Interstate and Foreign Commer.ce. 

Also, papers to accompany House ·bill 8525 in support of the 
claim of .Frank J. Simmons; to 1the ·Committee ·on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Illinois Association of Postmasters, of Tay
lorville, Ill., asking increase in salaries to all branches ; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Harold R. Young and 250 othm·s, of New 
York, requesting the repeal of section 904 of the revenue act .of 
1918; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rome Chamber of Commerce, by Lester C. 
Bush, of Rome, N. Y., protesting against the Plumb plan or any 
oth-er plan .which would -tend to .muddle up the .railroad situa
tion any further; to the Gom.mittee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Elbert .Miller, of New York, protesting -agamst 
any bill to reduce the guaranteed price of wheat; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: Petition ·of .Knoxville .II:on 
Co., manufacturers of iron and steel bars and chains, .by ·W. ·P. 
Davis, of Knoxville, Tenn., favoTing -tariff protection, especi.Ully 
on chains_; to the Committee on \Y:':·!'; .::mdJ\Ieans. 

SENATE. 
THUBSDAY,August ~1, 1919. 

Rev. John Paul "Tyler, of the city of Washington, offered the 
following prayer: 

0 Lord God of our fathers, command, we beseech Thee, 
this day Thy blessing, Thy grace and wisdom, that in all that 
shall be said and done this day Thy name may be glorified, 
that justice and righteousness may prevail in our land und 
throughout and among the nations of the world that the day 
of peace and good will may soon come to bless the sons of men. 
To this end bless us, keep us, guide us. Bless our President; 
bless our Nation and every home in it. We ask it in Jesus' 
name. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, o r equest of Mr. CURTIS and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Jour
·nal was approved. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Sena te a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasm·y, transmitting 
schedules and list of papers, documents, . and so forth, on the 
files of the Treasury Department which are not needed ln the 
transaction of public business and which are devoid of histori.c 
interest or value, and requesting action looking to their disposi
tion. The communication and accompanying papers will be re
ferred to the Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of Use
less Paper.s in the Executive Departments, _and the Chair appoints 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALsH] and the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. FRANCE] the eommittee on the part of the Sen
ate. The Secretary will notify the House of llepTe entatives 
thereof. 

.PETITIONB AND ·~IEMORIALS • 

lli. WARREN pre e.nted memorials of Local Union No. 2312, 
United Mine Workers of America, of Dietz; of the Sheridan 
County Trades and Labor Council; and of Local Union No. 1384, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters ami Joiners of America, of 
Sheridan, .all in the State of ·wyoming, remon trating aO'nim;t 
universal military training, which were referrell to the Commit
·tee on 'Military A.ffai rs. 

·He also presented a memorial of the Slovenic National Benefit 
Society No. 26, of Cumberland, Wyo., remonstrating again t the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting the admission to the mails 
of any matter printed in a foreign language, which was referred 
to the Committee on ·the Judiciary. 

.He also presented a re olution adopted by the executive board 
of the New Mexico Cattle and Horse Growers' Association, favor
ing the extension of the Federal farm-loan act for the benefit of 
stockmen, which was referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Mr. PHELAN presented a petition of Carpenters' Local Union 
No. 35, of San Rafael. Calif., and a petition of Typogruphi<"'al 
:Union No. 21, of San Francisco. Calif., praying for the ratifica
tion of the proposed le~ue of nations treaty, which were re
·fe.rred to the Commitee on .Foreign Relations. 

MI-. JONES of Wa hington presented a telegram in the nature 
of a petition from Local .Branch, Polish National AlliancE> of 
-the United States of America, of Bremerton, Wash., praying for 
the ratification of the proposed league of nations treaty, which 
was referred to the Committee on F01:eign Relations. 

lie also presented a telegram in the nature of a petition 
from the secretary of the Joint Postal Association, of Spokane, 
·Wash., praying for an increase in the salaries of .postal em
ployees, which was refe1:red to ·the Committee · on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. CAPPER presented a petitio"n of sundry citizens of ~Ian
·hattan, Kans., and a petition of ·sundry citizens of Emporia, 
Kans., praying for an increase in the -salaries of posta l em
ployees, which were referred to the Committee on Post Otnces 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. PAGE pl'esented a memorial of sundry members of St. 
'1\Iary's Parish, of Brandon, Vt., remonstrating against the rnti· 
fication of the proposed league of .nations treaty, which was 
referred to the CommitteE> on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland presented a petition of sundry citi· 
.zens of Baltimore and Oakland, in the State of Maryland, 
p.raylng for an increase in the salaries of po. tal employees, 
.which -wa-s referred .to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also ;presented ·petitions .of .the congregation of the 
Methodist ..Episcopal Church .of Woodfield; of Lodge No. 320 
of Daisy, of Lodge No. 323 of Long Corner, and of Lodge No. 
33.4 of Mount ..Airy, lnternational Order of Good Templars: and 
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of sundry citizens of w·oollbine, Lisbon, Union Ridge, \\ater
Yille, Hoods ::\lli1, 1\Iount Mry, and New Windsor,_ all in the St~te 
of :Maryland, praying for the enactment {)f legislation pmncl
ing for the enforcement of prohibition, which \Yere ordered to 
lie on tho table. 

l\lr. JOHNSOX of South Dakota. I present resolutions adopteu 
by Gold RUll Camp, No .. 1217, ~odern Woodmen of America, 
of Lead, s. Dn.k., which I ask to llaTe printed in the RECORD 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no ohjcction, the resolutions "\\ere referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relation · -and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follo"·s: 

LEAD, S. D.AK., July 9, 1919. 
Whereas the war now brought to u >ictol'i-ous close by the associated 

powers of the free nations of the world was above all else a war 
to end war and protect human rights : Therefore be it 
r.eBoh;ed, •.rhat we advocate the establil'hment or a. league of nations. 

We believe that such a league should aim at promoting the liberty, 
progress, and orderly development of the world ; be it further 

Resol1:edr, 'That we favor the entrance of the nited States into such 
a league as may be adequate to safeguard the peace that has been 
won by the joint forces of the allied nations; be it further 

Resolved, '".rhat copies of this resolution be sent to the President ~f 
the United States, the Senators representing the State -of South 
Dakota, at Washington, nnd to the Hon. William H. Taft, president of 
the League to Enforce Peace, 130 West Forty-second Street, New York. 

OOLD Ru.., CAl.\ll', 1217, .llODERX WOODMEN OF AMERIC.\. 
W. J. HA.RVEI", 01er7>. 

l\.Ir. H.A.LE presented a petition of Local Grange No. 95, 
Patrons of Hu bandry, {)f Buxton, Me., praying for the ratifica
tion of tile proposed league of nations treaty, which "\\as re
feiTed to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He .also presented a memorial of the Waterville-Winslow 
Chamber of Commerce, of Waterrtlle, Me., remonstrating against 
the enactment of "class" legislation and coerciYe methods in 
the railroad ituation, and also agu.inst GoYernment ownership 
and control of railroads, whicl1 ,,a.· referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. KING. I present a resolution passed by the Legislature 
of the State of Utah, wWch I ask to have printed in the RECORD . 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the resolution "\\as referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printeu in 
the RECORD, as follows : 

ST..\TE -QF uTAH . EXECUTIYE DEPA.llTMEXT, 
SECRETARY OF STATE'S OFFICE. 

I, Harden Bennion, secretary of state of the State of Utall, do hereby 
certify that the attached is a full, true, and correct copy of senate joint 
resolution 2 as appears on file in my office. 

In witness wbt>reof I ha.ve hereunto set my hand and affixcu the 
great seal of the State of 'Gtah this 1Gth day of August, 19H>. 

[SE~L.] IlAnDE~ BE~NIO:X, 
Secretary of State. 

By JERROLD R. LETCHER, 
D.eputy. 

Senate joint re ·olution 2, favoring the establishment of a league of nations 
to enforce peace and promote the liberty, progress, and orderly de· 
Yelopment or the world. 

'\\hereas the war now brougbt to .a. victorious close by the a ociated 
powers of the free nations of the world was a.bovc all else a war to 
en<l war and IJrotect human tights : Therefore be it 
Resol-,;ed by the Legislattwe of the State of Utah (both houses -con

czwri.ng), That we favor the establishment or a league of nations .of which 
the United States shall be a member. We believe that such a league 
should aim at promoting the liberty, progress, and orderly development 
of the world; that it should clinch tb ...-ictory won at such terrible 
sacrifice by having the united potcntL'll fol'ce of all its members as a 
standing menace against any nation tha ; .•Pks to upset the peace .of the 
world ; be it further 

Resolved, That we indorse the course taken by the Presid{!nt -of the 
United States as the recognized leader of this movement, and as the 
internationally acclaimed spokesman for the aspirations and ideals of 
the masses of mankind in personally attending the peace conference ; be 
it further 

Resolved, That certified copies -of this resolution be sent by the secre
tary of state to the President of the United States and to the presiding 
officers of both branches of Congress and to each of the United ·states 
Senators and Representatives from the State of Utah. 

(Pa sell Jan. 17, 1919. Approved Jan. 27, 1919. In cffe'ct Jan.. 27, 1 

1!)19.) I 

Mr. KING. I present a resolution passed by the Legislature 
of tllc State Qf Utall, wllich I ask to hav-e printed in the RECORD 
and referred to tile Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to tlle 
Committee on Post O.ffices and Post Roads and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

ST.\.TE OF UTAH, ExECUTIVE DEPARTME..'\T, 
SECRETARY OF STATE'S OFFICE. 

I. Ilaruen Bennion, secrcta.ry of state of the State -of Utah, do hereby I 
certify that the attached is. a :full, true. :md correct copy of house joint 
memorial 2 as appears on file m my office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
~eal of tbc l::ltate of Utah this 1Gth day of August, 1919. I 

[SE..\L.] llARDE.N BEN!'IION, 
Scc,·etary of State. 

• By JERROLD ll. LETCHER, 
Deputy . 

• 

House joint m~morial 2, memorializing the Congrcs of the United 
States for the passage of an amendment to the bill introduced by 
Senator BANKHEAD in the United States .Senate on December 4, 
1!}18, known as S. 5088, also the same amendment to a bill introduced 
in the United States Senate by Senator SWANSON on December 5, 1919, 
known as S. 5098, also the same amendment to a bill introduced by 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD in the House of Representatives of the United 
States on December 12, 1918, known as H. R. 133u4, and also to any 
other similar bills introduced in Congress, in order to provide a more 
equitable application of Federal aid for po t roads in . -the sparsely 
settled States, and to provide .a. more reasonable time limit for the 
a>ailability of such Federal aid. 
We, your memorialists, the House of Representati...-es anu the Senate 

of the State of Utah, respectfully represent that: 
Whereas there are pending in the Congress of the nited States bills 

known as S. 5088 and S. 5098 and H. R. 13354, all of which provide 
for ndiliti-on:l.l Federal aid for post roads under the terms of the act 
of Congress approved July 11, 1916, and commonly known as tho 
Federal aid road act ; and · 

Whereas section 6 of said Federal -aiU road act p1·ovides that the United 
States shall not cooperate in any road ·project in an amount greater 
than uO per cent of the total estimated -cost thereof ; and 

Whereas, althou~h additional Federal aid for road building at the pres· 
ent time is highly desirable, nevertheless those States having large 
arens and relatively small J.>Opulation will be unable to avail them
. elves of the benefits of this act as amended to provide additional 
Federal a.id wHhout .a disproportionate burden of taxation ; 

Now, therefore, your memorialists urgently request that the said 
bills, and any other similar bills which may be introduced in the Con
gress of the United States, be so amended that section G of the said 
:b"'elle1.·a1 aid road act will provide that in those States where the a>cragc 
population per square mile of area is 100 -p-ersons or more, based upon 
the census of 1910, the United States shall not cooperate in any road 
project in an amount greater than 50 per cent of the total estimated 
cost thereof: and that in those States where ·the average population 

• per square mile of area, based on the census of 1910, is less than 100 
persons, the share -or the United States shall be increased one-fourth 
of 1 per cent for each .person. or major fraction thereof, le s than 
100 per S{}uare mile ; and furthermore 

Whereas section 3 of said Federal aid .road act :provides that so much or 
the appropriation apportioned to any State for any fiscal .rear as re
mains unexpended at the close thereof shall be available to such State 
only until the close of the suceeedi.ng fiscal year ; aru:1 

'\\here-as on account of the said provision of section .3 of saiu act local 
conditions existing in some States render it practieally impossible to 
comply with the terms of the act ; 

Now, therefo1·e, your memori-alists -also Tequest that said bills now 
pcndin~ in ·Congress, and any other .similar bills which may be intro· 
duced, be amended so that section 3 of the said Federal aid road .act! 
will provide that ao much of the .nppropr.i:a.tion to any State ror any 
ftscal <rear n.s remains unexpended at the cl.ose thereof 'Shall be :avail
able io Ruch State until the clos-e of the sec-ond succeeding fiscal year; 
and boe it 
Rcsolt-cll, That a copy -of this memorial be sent to €ncb of the mem

bers of the congressional delegation from the State of Utah to the {:on-
gress of the United States and to each body of said Con.~t·e s. . 

(Pa. sed Jun. 31, 1919. Appr<Jved Feb. G, 101"9. In t>fl'ect Feb. 6, 
1~}19.) 

1\Ir. KING. I present a resolution -pas.~ed by the Legislature 
of the State of Utah, which I ask to ha\e printed in the RECORD 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

·There being no objection, the -resolution w.as refeiTed to the 
Committee on l\Iilitary Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
REconn, a follo"\\S : 

STATE OF UTAH, EXBCUTI'\'E DF.PA.RTUES"T, 
SECllETJUtl" O.b' STA.n:'s OFFici:. 

I, Harden Bennion, secretary of state of the S.ta.te of Utah, ao hereby 
.certify that the attached is a full, true, and correct copy <Jf hou e joint 
resolution 8 as appears on file in my office. 

In witness whereof I haYe hereunto set my hand and affixed the gnat 
seal of the .;tate of Utah this 1Gth day of August, 1910. 

{SE.ll.) HARDEX BEX!\"IOS, 
Secr-etary of •- tate. 

ll~· JEUllOLD 11. LETCHER, 
Deputy. 

Hou e joint re olntion , petitioning the War Department of the United 
State· Gowrnment to designate the Utah Agricu1turnl College as a 
permanent ite for a summer tr.a.ining camp of the Re er.-e Officers' 
'.rr.aining Corps. 

'\\berea, the policy of the War Department of the United Slates of 
..imerica is to encourage the partici-pation of its citizens in the 
lllO>ement for the defense of the Nation and e pecially to cncoura~o 
the de>elopment of military training in the colleges of Americn m 
such .a. way as not to interfere with the traini11g and efficiency of tho 
students in the various professions and yocatiou~ of ciyilian life : and 

'\Vbercas one of the measures looking towat·d this end is the cstaulish· 
l.Uent of summer training camps for the college students -of Ameriea 
looking toward the preparing of these students for military and tech
nical leauership in time of war, it bein.;) the object in these training 
camps to concentrate into a short pcrtod of time, in order not to 
erious1y interfere with the civilian responsibilities of the tudents. 

the milita.ry an<l scientific training ne.cessary for proficiency in time of 
war; and 

Whereas the Utah Agricu1tural College is recognized ns possessing ad
vantages ne.ces ur3· fm· the proper feeding .a.nd housing of men nnd 
for the supenision of the men in a moral and social wny, aud it is 
recognized that the location of the eo~ge in the center of the inter
mountain region makes it a convenient site for the pur}Josc · men· 
tioned herein: Now, therefore, be it 

.Resokedr by the House 'of Reprcsentnti«;es of tl!e wtc of Utah (the 
Senate concurriny therein). That the State Le-gislature of utah hQrel>y 
petition the United States War Department to designate the Utab Agri· 
cultural College, a.t Logan, Utah, as one of the permanent sites for tho 
location <>f a summer training camp of the Resern Officei·s' •.rraining 
Corps, and the boaru of trustees of the "Ctah Agricultural College is 
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hereby authorized to enter into cooperative agreements with the War 
Department or such other departments of the Federal Government as 
are necessary for the establishment and operation of the military train
ing herein mf'ntioned. 

(Passed l\[ar. 13, l!HO. Approved 1\far. 18, 1919. In effect Mar. 18, 
l!HO.) 

l\fr. KING. I present u resolution passed by tile Legislature 
of the State of Utah, which I a k to have printed in the RECORD 
ancl referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
REco:r:n, ns follo"·s: 

STATE OF UTAH, EXECUTIVE DEPARTME~T, 
SECRETARY OF STATE'S OFFICE. 

I, Barden Bennion, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the attached is a full, true, and correct copy of house 
joint memorial 5 as appears on file in my office. 

In witness whereof I have hel'eunto set my hand and affixed the 
gJ·Pat seal of the State of Utah this 16tli day of August, 1910. 

(SEAL.] lLUmEN BENNION, 
Sec-1·etat·y of State. 

By JERROLD R. LETCIIER, 
Deputv. 

House joint memorial 5, petitioning the Congress of the United States 
to provide for the propet· restraint, control, employment, and educa
tion of certain renegade Indians in the San Juan region of Utah. 

To tlw hono1·ablc Senate ancl House of .Represcntatixes of the U·11itecl 
States in Cong1·ess assembled: 
Your memorialists, the governor and the Legislature of the State of 

utah, respectfully represent : 
Whereas there is now and ever since the settlement of San Juan 

County, State of Utah, has been roaming over said county a renegade 
band of Ute Indians, which lawless Indians have never been confined 
to any reservation or governed by any law. 

Nor have they been under supervision or restraint of any Indian 
agency, but at all times have been allowed to roam at will over said 
county, occasionally going to the agency at Navajo Springs, Colo., to 
receive their annuities, but returning immediately to San Juan 
'ounty, where for many years and up to the present time they have 

indulged in the nefarious practice of killing cattle and sheep, the 
property of white settlers; breaking into and robbing sheep camps 
and the cabins of cattlemen maintained for the storing of provisions 
and other necessaries for the protection and welfare of cattle and the 
range. They break into and rob sheep camps maintained by sheep-

. men ; break into and pasture their horses on the farms of. settlers, 
regardless of the destruction wrought. These lawless Indians kill 
and rob white settlers to the extent that in the last 25 years at 
least 30 people have been killed while engaged in pursuit of Indians 
to recover stolen property. None of those Indians have ever been 
brought to justice and they rob and murder among themselves with
out fear of punishment by the civil authorities. 

They are constantly armed with high-powered rifles and supplied 
with plenty of ammunition. While so armed in February of 1915, 
when the arrest of on€' of their number was attempted, an encounter 
took place which resulted in the death of one white man, the wound
ing of a second, and the death of two Indlans; and 

Whereas at the present time there is very great danger of an outbreak 
between said lawless Indian band and the white settlers of that 
locality, which will inevitably result in the needless loss of life, both 
to the Indians and to the authorities who undertake to deal witil 
them; and 

Whereas the children of said Indians have never l>een trained according to 
the methods now employed by the Interior Department of the United 
Rtates for the education of Indian children, and the children of said 
Indians can not be schooled according to such methods so long as 
they are permitted to roam without restraint of any nature, but, on 
the other hand, they" continue to grow more defiant of law and more 
bold in the commission of crime, both among themselves and against 
the white settlers: 
Therefore your memorialists, ir. the name of the people of the State 

of Utah, ancl particularly on behalf of the people of San Juan County, 
hereby petition your honorable l>ody that these lawless Indians l>e taken 
in charge by the Government of the United States pursuant to laws and 
statutes regulating the Indian population; that they l>e confined to 
the Ute Reservation, or such other reservation as may be available for 
the purpose; that they be restrained from t·oaming at large as they 
have heretofore done and are now doing; that they be provided with 
such educational advantages and such Pmployment as will fit them for 
propet· living; and that such other necessary action be taken l>y the 
United ~tates Government to control said Indian as will give relief 
to the people of San Juan County from fmther menace of the unlawful 
acts. 

(Passed Feb. 21, 1919. .Approved Feb. 24, 1919. In effect Feb. 24, 
1919.) 

:\Ir . .KIXG. I present a resolution passed by the Legislature 
of tile State of Utah, \Yhich I ask to have printed in the llECORD 
and referred. to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation 
of Arid Lund . 

There being no objection, the resolution "·as referred to the 
Committee on Irri<Yation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and 
onlerecl to he printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 

STATE OF UTAH, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
SECRETARY OF STATE'S OFFICE. 

I, IIardE::n Bennion, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the attached is a full, true, and correct copy of senate 
joint memorial No. 3 as appears on file in m-, office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great ~eal of ihe State of Utah this 16th day of August, 1919. 

(SE~L.] HARDEN BENNION, 
SeC"retary of State. 

By JERROLD R . LETCHER, 
Deputy. 

Senate joint memorial 3, urging the passage of a bill relating to recJama· 
tion projects for benefit of returning soldiers and sailors. 

To the honot·able the Senate ana Bouse ot Representati·ues of the United 
States in Congress assemi>led: 
Yom· memorialists, the Senate anu Ilouse of Representatives of the 

State of Utah, respectfully represent tbat-
Wh~reas the Lonorable Secretary of the Interior has requested the imme· 

dmte passage of a bil.l appropriating the sum of $100,000,000, to be 
e.mploy~d on reclamation Pl'OJects for the benefit of returning soldier.;; 
and satlors ; and 

W~ereas .s~1ch an under~ak~ng is 1;10t only commendable as a practicable 
recog~ntion of a patriOtic serv1ce rendered, but alike meritorious in 
that It would place unproductive land in the productive lists a di<=-
tlnctively governmental function : Now, therefore, ' -
Your IJ?emorialists do advise, recommend, and request that the meas-

ure herem referred to be passed by your honorable body with the 
celerity that its merit justifies, and thus me<>t a situation that has 
already arisen, the importance of which is being daily emphasized at 
every American port of debarkation . 

It is ~irected that thi~ memorial be enrolled and one copy sent to 
the President of the Umtej States, one copy to the President of the 
Senate, and one copy to t:te Speaker of the House one copy to the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior, one copy to the House chairman 
of the Commh:tee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, one copy to · the Senate 
chairman of th<! C<'nunittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of .Ariu 
Lands, and or.e copy to the ~cnators and Congressmen representing the 
State of Utah. 

19
ff.)ssed Feb. 18, 1919. Approved Feb. 28, 1910. In effect Feb. 2 , 

CUMBERLAND I!TI'En BRIDGE. 

Mr. CALDER From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 8076) au
thorizing the county of Montgomery, Tenn., to constrnct ~ 
bridge across the Cumberland River within 7 miles of Clarks
ville, TelliL, and I submit a report (No. 154) thereon. I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill may be considered at thi 
time. 

There being no objection, the bill ''as consillere(1 a · in Com
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follo,YS: 

Be it enacted,. etc., '.rhat the county o~ Montgomery, Tenn .. ue an:l 
is hereby authoriZed to construct, · mamtam, and operate a bridge a n<l 
approaches thereto across the Cumberland River at a point suitable to 
the interests of navigation, and within a distance of 7 miles from 
Clarksville, Tenn., in accordance with the provisions of the act entitl€'!1 
"An act to regulate the construction of bridge: over ua.Yigable waterP," 
and approved March 23, 1906. 

SEc. 2 . That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hel'eby 
expressly reserved. 

The. bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, nncl passed. 

SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. CALDER. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 8117) for th ~ 
construction of a bridge across the Susquehanna llh-er ut or 
near Falls, Wyoming County, Pa., and I submit a report (No. 
155) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the present con
sideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was consider a ns in Com
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby grantell to 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to construct, maintain, and opemte 
a bridge and approaches thereto across the Susquehanna River at a 
point suitable to the interests of navigation, and at or near Falls 
Wyoming County, Pa., in accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled "An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigabl 
waters," approved March 23, 1906. · 

SEc. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to u third reading, read the third time, and pa sc(l. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 

consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 
Byl\Ir~HENDERSON : 
A. bill ( S. 2850) to authorize the addition of certain lands to 

the Humboldt National Forest, in the State of Ne>acla; to tile 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARRIS : 
A bill ( S. 2851) for the relief of Seth J. Harris ; 
A bill ( S. 2852) for the relief of Mary Holloman ; 
A bill ( S. 2853) for the relief of Jimmie Lou Martin ; and 
A bill (S. 2854) for the relief of William Henry Coleman; to 

the Committee on Claims. · 
By 1\fr. SUTHERLAND: 
A. ·bill (S. 2855) granting an increase of pen ion to James 

Ross ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By 1\Ir. CALDER: 
A. bill (S. 2856) to encourage bank deposits by nonresident 

foreign corporations- and nonresident alien individuals; to the 
Committee on Finance. 
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By Mr. H.d.UDING: 
A l>ill (S. 2857) to amend an act entitled "An act to pre·rent 

the extermination of fnr-l>€'ar1ng animals in Alaska," etc.; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 
A bill (S. 2858) permitting certain employees of the Govern

ment to purchase supplies from the commissary stores of the 
:Army and Na,-y; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By 1\Ir. 1\IcC l\ffiER: 
A bill (S. 2859) granting a pension to Grace S. Zane {with 

accompanying papers) ; and 
A bill (S. 2860) grunting a pension to Nellie McCarten (with 

accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pension . 
By Mr. SM TH of Maryland: 
A bill ( S. 2861) for the relief of the Davis Construction Co. ; 

and 
A bill ( S. 2862) for tlle relief of the Snnford & Brook Co. 

(Inc.) ; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. WATSON: 
A bill ( S. 2863) for the relief of the heirs of Ste1)hen G. Bur-

bridge, deceased; to the Committee on Cln.im . 
By Mr. OWEN: 
A bill (S. 2864) granting a pension to Clint T. Littlefield; 
A bill (S. 2865) granting an increase of pension to Jacob T. 

Martin ; and · 
A bill ( S. 2866) granting an increase of pension to Bowman 

R. ButCher (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

PROHIBITIO:::\ OF lNTOxiC.A.TUIG LIQUORS. 

l\lr. :McNARY submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 6810) to prohibit intoxicating 
beverages, and to regulate the manufacture, production, use, 
and ale of high-proof spirits for other than beverage pm·poses, 
and to insure an ample supply of alcohol and promote its use in 
scientific re. earch and in the development of fuel, dye, and 
other lawful industries, which was ordered to He on tile table 
and be printed. 

PROFITEERING IN• FOODSTUFFS AND WAR CONTRACTS. 

Mr. WALSH of M.assachusetts. I submit a resolution propos
ing an amendment to Senate resolution 139 and Senate joint 
resolution 92, which I ask to have read. 

The VICE PRESIDEll'-o-rr. The Secretary will read the reso
lution. 

The resolution ( S. Res. 171) wa.s read, as follows: 
Whereas there is widespread discontent due to the general belief that 

since our country declared war against Germany on April 6, 1917, 
there has been profiteering carried on by American citizens on an 
extensive scale ; and 

Whereas there is a very general belief througho-ut the co-untry that 
the profiteering in food tuffs and the necessities of life is in part 
responsible for the present excessive cost of living prevailing in this 
country and for the growth of nn-American theories; and 

Whereas there is a general demand throughout the country that the 
per ·ons, partnerships, and corporations engaged in making excessive 
profits at a time when millions of American families were sacrificing 
a.n<l suffering for the cause of our country, and millions of American 
youths were serving in the Army and Navy of the United States, all 
of whom were ready to make every necessary sacrifice-and, in fact, 
many thousands of them did sacrlfic their health, their limbs, and 
their lives for the preservation and protection of America's honor
should be known to the public in order that the people of this 
country may haye in the:r possession the names of the persons, part
nerships, and corporations who took advantage of the distressed 
condition of their country during the war to amass wealth_, as well 
as by such publicity to prevent a repetition of profiteering in any 
future crisis in the history of our -country ; and 

Whereas the obtaining of evidence of profiteering is mo t difficult be
cause such testimony must •:orne in great part from those charged 
with such unpatriotic practices, but, nevertheless, there is in the 
po session of the Government such evidence, only obtainable by an 
order of the President of the United States, that would assist in 
detecting where and by whom excessive profits were made : There
fore be it 
ResolverJ1 That Senate resolution 150 and Senate joint resolution 92, 

providing ror tbc appointment of a committee to investigate the high 
1 cost of living, be amended by adding the following : 

u Resolved turtluw, That the President of the United States is hereby 
l'equested to issue, under the authority conferred on him by subsection 
;(b) of section 14 of Public Statute No. 271 of the Sb..-ty-fourth Con
gress, entitled 'An act to increase the revenue, and for other purposes,' 
an order giving said committee full access to the income-tax returns 
of all corpo:rntions, partnerships, and individuals engaged in the large
scale production o.r dic;tribution of tood froducts or having contracts 
with the Government for the furnishing o military or other supplies. 

"Resolved further, That said committee be authorized to annex to 
its report a list of all persons who were employed since April 6, 
1917, by the Government either under a regular salary or on a one-dollar
a-year basis, to whom Government contracts were issued either as in
dividuals or to any partnership or corporation with which said indi
viduals were connected eithe-r as members, directors, or stockholders, 
showing also who, if any, of said individuals were connected with any 
governmental department ha•ing contractual relations with the partner
ships or corporations .ot which they were members, sharehol<rers, or 
directors, and, further, what profits the income·tax returns of said 
indivicluals, partnershlp~, Qt' corporations having C(}ntractual r-elations 
with tile Government or othe-r e\idencc may disclose as to the extent 
of thPir profits ; and 

u Resolved turt11e1·, That said ~mmittee annex to its report a list of 
all other persons, partnerships, and corporations- wb(} have had con
tractual relations with the Government since April 6, 1917, or who 
have been engaged in the large-sc.:'tle production or distribution of 
food products, with, the information hereinbefore requested regarding 
~Jili~fiJ~n~::;rived by them from such contracts or in said production or 

Mr. WALSH of Ms.sachusetts. I request that the resolution be 
p1·inted and lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
.UIERIC~N BOLSHEVISM. 

1\lr. POI!\TDEXTER. Mr. President, I ask to have printecl in 
the REcoRI> two brief editorL'lls on the spread of American Bol· 
shevism in the United States. 

There being no objection, the editorials were orderell to be 
printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 

DOLS1IEVIS:U HERE. 

W ASHINGTOX, AU[Il~t -. 
The Republican Publicity As ociation, through its president, Ron. 

Jonathan Bourne, jr., to-day gaye ont the follo'l'f-:ing statement from its 
Washington he:ulquarters: · 

" Bolshevism bas at last reared its hydra beads in the "Dnited States 
in an organized and declared purpose to subvert government, expropriate 
pri\ate property, and se1ze economic control of the Nation. Bolshevism 
bas stalked into the open, financed and accoutered for a war on republi
can institutions, and fiying under its red tlag the blue banner of the 
President of the Umted States, which it wrested from weakling hands in 
September, 191G. Bolshevism selects for its shock troops the four 
brotherhoods of railroad employees. Euphemize it as they may, the 
demands, the attitude, the plan of campaign, the purposes, the mean~. 
the ends, the revolution threatened by the leaders of these four brother
hoods are each and all identical with the program laid down by the 
Bolsheviki of Russia for the o>erthrow of orderly government and a 
final resort to anarchy. The 'Text of labor's demand to operate the 
railroads of the United States ' might well have been formulated by a 
Lenin or a Trotski, and the language of the text exhibits a surprising 
familiarity with the Bolshe•ik creed. B. M. JeweU, one of the signers 
of the brotherhood ' ultimatum, is reported in an interview to have 
'made it plain that the railroad workers mean business. He said that 
the wage-board program proposec.I in Congress could not be accepted,' 
and he boasted that 'the railroads will be tied up so tight they will never 
run again if that legislation is passed.' This is an open defy to the 
Government of the United States that unless the insolent demands of the 
brotherhoods are accepted as iaic.I down there will speed.lly follow an 
economic revolution which can not l.mt end in riot and bloodshed and 
famine in congested centers of population. Such is the fruit of the 
surrender of 1916. 

"Through what instrumentality a1·e the American people to function 
in accepting the challenge of the railroad brotherhoods? The admin
istration has long been permeated Viith socialism and internationalism. 
In its perverted scheme of things nationalism is renounced and indl
vidualism is marked for destruction. Democracy is anathema, and free 
government is pa ing into oblinon. Since its accession to power Marclt 
4, 1913, the administration has consistently and indefatigably worked to 
array brother against brother, class against class. section against section, 
to the E."nd, apparently, that out of the perplexities and confusion thus 
fomented all parties would turn to him who was the author of their 
distress as the persecuted children of Israel turned unto Moses, Aml 
this man would lead them not out of the land of bondage, but into the 
world of foreign entanglements and the straight jacket of a Nation gone 
mad. 

"In the words of Mm·shal Joff:re, 'The retreat must end. We must go 
forward.' The administration no longer yields to the forces of Bolshe
vism. It bas become identified v;-:ith that movement. Congress alone 
can turn the tide of battle for the restoration of a Government republican 
in form. of, by, and for the whole people. If the demands of the rail
road brotherhoods are granted, then it follows as the night the day 
that the demands of some leaders of organiud labor for the nationaliza
tion of every private industry '\\-:ill be affixed to the panel o:t every legis
lative door with a p(}niard. 

"But whatever action the Chief Executive may take, be it i.nspu·cd by 
the expediency of the hour, a. belated attempt to redeem himself, or a 
wholesale abdication in favor of and to encourage Bolshevism, the Repub
lican Congress will stand like Belgium against the Hun in this first on
slaught against free government in America. It is this Republican ram
part behind which the American people must mobilize their entire force 
to l'id the land of socialism and internationalism in 1921. If we fail in 
that, government by law is at an end, and the European prophecy that 
the United States as a Republic can not long survive will have been ful
filled in something like a century and a half. Americans, rally to your 
Congress!" 

TIE-\.P TIIE WHIRL WIND. 
WASIIIXGTO:.'<, .il'll[Jll8t 2. 

The Republican Publicity Association, through its president, llon. 
.Jonathan Bourne, jr., to-day ga>e out the following statement from its 
Washington headquarters : 

" Having sown to the winds, through the class favoritism, partisan
ship, and socialism of the President, it seems that the American people 
are now about to reap the whirlwind. On the eve of the election in 
1D16 a portion of the organized employees of the railroads demanded 
an increase in compensation under threat of tying up the transportation 
systems of the country in the midst of a critical period in our history. 
President Wilson surrendered under such circumstances and invited a 
similar movement on the eve of the election of 1920. By numerous 
acts he has catered to the Bolshevik element in our population, notably 
in his intercession in behalf of the Utah murderer, Holstrom, and the 
California convict, Mooney, both cases within State and beyond Federal 
jurisdiction. Part:is!lnsbip he pursued to the extent of avoiding Re
publiean assistance until national extremity forced its acceptance. 
Socialists have found favor in appointments and their theories have 
been placed in practice whenever opportunity would permit. 

"The right of labor to organize and the right of labor to bargain col
lectively no one will deny, but there is a Yn~t and vital difference be· 
tween collective bargaining and collecth-e dictation. The manner in 
which the four railroad brotherhood~ demauded an increase of wages 
in 1916 was not collecti\e bargaining. There were no two sides to the 
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discussion. There was not even allowed time for discussion. The 
Nation was threatened with uisaster of inconceivable extent unless the 
demands were met within a specified t ime, and the President's single
track minu, fOrRaken !Jy the boasted 'fighting blood.' yielded the uignity 
of the Nation to the demonstration of power-surrendered the rights 
of all to U1e demands of a few. 

"Unfortunately time and circumstances diu not permit a popular 
Pxpression upon the President's policy of surrender to the organized 
few in 1916. nfortunately there is in effect no practical form of na
tional I"eferenllum under which the people of the Nation could express 
their views upon such \ital questions as surrender of national sov
ereignty to the league of nations and surrender of national dignity to 
the demandH of organized lauor under threats of national disaster. 

"But it is to be hoped in the elections of 1920 a means will be founu 
of securing a popular expression. This can be done if a sufficient num
ber of candidates for Congress will make the surrender policy the para
mount issue in their campaigns. The Democrats must, of course, stand 
by the record they have made. If Republicans in the primaries and the 
general elections will denounce that policy and stand for orderly pro
cedure. with uue consideration of the rights of the unorganized producer 
as well as the organized transportation employee-the rights of the 
. hipper as well as the carrier-then we shall have an issue upon which 
the people of the country may express themselves in unmistakable tones. 

"If we arc to have dictatorship by the heads of the four brother
hoods, if we must submit to each new demand when it is made and 
adjust all other bu£iness to the wishes of the one class. then the sooner 
we know it the better. Until such determination shall be reached, the 
country waits with anxious interest each new move made by the Presi
dent and the only power to which he bends the knee." 

LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 

Mr. NUGENT. l\lr. President, I give notice tllat on l\Ionday 
next at the close of the routine morning busines:'> I shall submit 
some remarks upon the league of nations. 

~IERICJ.!S P.-\RTICIPATIO~ lX THE \V AR. 

1\.lr. KIRBY. l\fr. President, I gh·e notice tllat on Tue day 
next, after the morning business has been concluded, I ~hall 
submit a few remarks on our participation in the ·war and the 
conduct of it. 

METEOROLOGICAL COXFERE1'CE AT P.-\niS (II. DOC'. XO. 107). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the :following 
message from the President of the United States, whi<::h was 
read, unll, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate an(l House of Representati-,;cs: 

In view of the provision contained in the deficiency act ap
proved March 4, 1913, that "hereafter the Executive ·ball not 
extend or accept any invitation to participate in any interna
tional Congnss, conference, or like event without first having 
specific authority of law to do .so," I transmit herewith for the 
consideration of the Congress and for its determination whether 
it will authorize the acceptance of the invitation and the appro
priation necessary to defray the expenses incident thereto, a 
report from the Secretary of State with accompanying papers, 
being an invitation from the Government of the French Republic 
to that of the United States to send delegates to a proposed con
ference to be held-at Paris on September 30, 1919, to consider 
questions relating to the reorganization of the service of the 
exchange of meteorological information, and for other purposes, 
and n letter from the Secretary of Agriculture showing the favor 
with which he views the proposed gathering and recommending 
an appropriation of $1,500 to defray the expenses of participa
tion by at least two delegates. 

THE ·wHITE HousE, 
21 A ·ugust, 1919. 

AFF ~uns IX COST.-\ RICA. ( S. DOC. NO. 71). 

The YICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sennte a. message 
from the President of the United States, which wns read, and, 
on motion of 1\lr. LA FoLLETTE, was, with the accompanying 
papers, referreu to the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
ordered to be printed : 
To the Senate of the United States : 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of the 2u in tant, 
requesting that the President inform the Senate whether Nica
ragua has been and is now permitted, with armed forces, to 
inYa<le and to threaten with invasion the territory of Costa 
Rica, or has permitted armed bands to organize or rendezvous 
within her territory for such purposes; and for what reason 
Costa IUcn, a belligerent with the Allies in the war just ended 
was not permitted to .·ign the treaty of peace at ·v'ersailles, i 
transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, answerino
thc inquiries contained in the resolution. · o 

WOODROW WILSON. 
'l'HJ..: WlllTE HO'CSE. 

21 A u{;ust, 1919. 

LEASING OF OIL LA ~DS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning bu. ine ·s is close<l. 
1\lr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro· 

ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 2775, known :-t. • the 
leasing bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of t11~ 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill ( .'. ~iii3) to pro
mote the mining of coal, phosphate, oil, gn~ and SfHliurn on the 
public domain. ' 

Mr. FERNALD obtained the floor. 
Mr. 1\IcNARY. ::\Ir. President, I suggest the absence of a 

quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDE~T. The Secretary wilL call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an· 

swered to their names: 
Ashurst Ilarding McKellar 
Bankhead Hcrris l\Ic~ary 
Borah Harrison Moses 
Brandegec Henderson Nelson 
Calder Hitchcock New 
Capper Johnson, Calif. Norri 
Colt .Johnson, R. Dak. Nugent 
Culberson Jones, N.Mex. Overman 
Cummins .Jones, Wash Page 
Curtis Kellogg PhelaJl 
Dial Kenuric-k l'hipps 
Elkins Kenyon l'ittman 
Fall King- Poindexter 
Fernald Kii·by Pomerene 
Frnnce Knox Ransdell 
Gay Lenroot Reed 
Gronna Loclge HolJinson 
Hn.le McCumber Hheppar1l 

,'mith, Ga . 
:-lmith, Mu. 
.·moot 
~pencer 
~terling 
~utherlauu 
~Wl\llSOll 
Thomas 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Wads\.orth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, l\Iont. 
Warren 
Watson 
\Yolcott 

The YICE PRESIDE~T. Sen•nt--v .~enator. have au~werctl 
to the roll cal l. There is a quorum 'l)l'esent. 

:FEDER--H. CONTr.OL OF 1:\"0"G, TRIES. 

Mr. FERNALD. l\Ir. P1·esidcnt, that my remarks may not 
seem to be disconnected. I hope that I may be able to conclude 
them without interruption. 

Mr. President, problems of such sh1pendous illll)Ortancc are 
vre. sing for considf'ration and solution by tl1i Congres ·- mat
ters of such -ritnl interest to our peo11le and to the perpetuity 
of our Hepublic-that I lleem it proper and imperatin• that 
each l\Iember of th • Senate contribute to the discu ·ion of the e 
questions all the ligllt and knowledge he may possess. 

The world seem to be in a tate of hysteria. And unle s the 
United States is to be drawn into the Yortex, it is essential that 
this Senate refrain from hasty or impulsive action, R.nd that it 
deliberate calmly and carefully on the issues of the hour. For 
weeks we have been discussing the league of nations and the 
treaty of peace with Germany-mighty problems, fraught with 
great responsibility, which may affect the peace, happiness, and 
safety of the Nation. It is not to this question, however, that 1 
address myself, but rather to matters of a domestic nature. 
which I believe to be of far greater importance and of more vitai 
interest to our citizens at this time. 

Whatever the cause, we all must, and do, agree that the cost 
of living has mounted to an almost unprecedented height. 
P ople from every section and from every ''"alk and station of 
life are clamoring for higher "ITages to keep body and soul to.
gether. Wages have been increased time and time again to a 
degree and standard higher than eYer before known. And yet 
the cost of living keeps abreast ami often a little ahead of the 
wage increase, so that no relief is given. 

In this trying period of transition from a war to a peace 
basis the minds of men are full of uneasiness and distress. 
And in this mood of dissatisfaction they are ready to listen to 
nny arguments or suggestions for relief, and are willing to accept 
theories and remedies that under normal conditions they would 
vigorously ignore and reject. I wish it were in my power to 
solve this great problem, so troublesome to the American people 
and the American Congress at this time. But it is beyond the 
conception of man to change these conditions in a moment or to 
Yisualize just what can be done by this Congress to bring relief. 
People are prone to forget that we have just pas ed through the 
greatest war in history; that we have taken 2,000,000 men for 
nearly two years from the farm, the factory, and desk and made 
them consumers in a large way instead of producers; that we 
have been destroying property of all kinds instead of preserving 
it; and that we have been using all the food material in this 
country not on1y for our own people but in attempting to supply 
the Allies and the peoples of the other nations of the world. 
And in returning to a normal peace basis naturally the country 
is in a state of great industrial upheaval. 

Always, criticisms are first aimed at the Go\ernment and its 
officials. From many sources we hear unjust and unfair re
marks about the administration, both military an(l civil, uuring 
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the period of the war. It is not my intention to join this army 
.of critics, because we have the great satisfaction of knowing 
that whatever may have been done, whatever the errors that 
have been made, we have been the one Nation of the earth to do 
more than any other in bringing the World 'Var to a successful 
conclusion. That uccess is sufficient warrant for the outlay 
and sacrifice. . 

After faultfinding with the Government and its officials we 
are apt to take the greatest industry of the country and find 
fault with that. So there was stirred up in this country the 
feeling that the railroad owners were going to take charge of 
the country. And this aroused the belief that the railroads 
shonltl be taken over by the Government and come under the 
GoYemlllent control. This feeling became universal, so much so 
that the Gowrnment was given control, with most disastrous 
results. Now, I do not wish it understood that I am criticizing 
the Director General of the Railroads. I assume that the Sec
retary of the Treasury and those in control of the raih·oads 
dill as well as could be done by any Government officials. But 
it is a shining example of the inefficiency that attends anything 
controlled or operated by the Government. And now there is a 
loud demand by the people of the country that the railroads be 
returned to private management. And this I assume will be 
done at the lllOSt opportune time. 

Afte1· the railroads, critics began their attack on other large 
in< lust ries. And now it seems very popular to complain against 
the pncking industry-or the packers, to be more explicit-be
can e it has grown to be an industry of gigantic size. !t is 
not my tle ire to defend the packers of this country except so far 
as I deem them in the right. I realize that it is perhaps some
what unpopular to stand here in the d.efense of any large busi
ness of this country, because we are told that profiteering is 
f.."'ing on to such an extent that men in all lines of business 
should be taken from their usual vocation and dragged into 
court, there to be sentenced for unlawful profiteering. I wish 
it to be understood at the start that wherever there is any unjust 
or nnlawful transaction I desire every man sentenced to the 
extent of the law. I shield no man, nor attempt to, who is 
hoarding or who is juggling the business affairs of this country. 
But any man who is carrying on a lawful business-! care not 
how large nor whether it is big or little--! stand ready to de
fencl. It matters little to me whether that man is a millionaire 
or· a peanut vender; if he is in the right, I am his friend, and 
ready to stand by him. 

In this spirit, knowing somehing, n.s I do, about the packing 
business of this country, I propose to lay before this Senate 
some facts which, perhaps, have not before been made public; to 
open the book and tell the story, so far as I know it, of the 
de-velopment of the meat-packing industry. 

On June 23 the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. KENDRICK] in
troduced a bill "to stimulate the production, sale, and distribu
tion of live stock and live-stock products, and for other pur
pose~·." On the same date the Senator from Iowa [Mr. KEN
YON] inh·oduced a bill with the same title. These bills applied 
to the Government control of the meat-packing business and 
the packers, and I assume were designed to control the busi
ness for the so-called ''Big Five." I do not know why these 5 
should be singled out any more than the 10 large packers, be
ca u e there are many packing concerns, of course not so large 
as the 5 first mentioned, but in reality there are. nearly 100 
which could be mentioned among the large business concerns of 
the country. 

A little later the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosEs] 
introduced an amendment to the Kenyon bill, making the pro
posed license system apply to any business. And this amend
ment is quite consistent and in line with. the proposed legisla
tion in the other bills. Certainly if one line of industry is to be 
under Government control and subject to the dictates of the 
head of a department, all business should be treated alike. 
And we might go even further. We might undertake to control 
not only all of the business interests of the country, and every 
business man be told by some clerk of the Government what 
he sh011ld do, but surely some of the professional men should 
be under the same conh·ol, because certain professions are 
now so closely affiliated with the business interests of the 
counu·y and the fees charged are so exorbitant, that it would 
seem to me that they, too, should be placed under the same 
restrictions. 

However, I do not believe that this is to be the policy of this 
Government. I can not believe that the Senate of the United 
States feels, after the experience we have had with the Gov
ernment control of the railroads and telegraph and telephone 
lines, that that policy should be continued. It would certainly 
lead to Ch!lOS and -commercial bankruptcy. 

LVIII--25$ 

I have referred to two bills-the so-called Kendrick and Ken
yon bills. And before proceeding I wish to state that there is 
little difference between the two, except that the K.enyon bill 
covers a little broader field, and it increases the salary of the 
commissioner of foodstuffs from $6,000, as proposed in the 
Kendrick bill, to ·$10,000. Also, as I stilted, the Moses amend
ment proposes a license for any and all business. I believe I 
have fairly stated the import of these bills. And while I shall 
discuss the measure in general I shall endeavor to confine my 
argument as closely as possible to the meat-packing industry. 

I have been associated with the packing business for a third 
of a century.· And while I do not profess to know the details of 
the meat-packing business, my own business-the packing of 
vegetables-is so similar that I realize the significance of the 
published statements of the large packers and the explanations 
they have given of their business before the congressional com
mittees. I know that this vast industry which Congress has 
singled out for drastic legislation is no different from other 
large industries; and if the license is to be applied to them it 
should in all fairness be applied to every other business in the 
country. 

I believe that the meat-packing industry as carried on by the 
great packers is the most efficient, economic method of turning 
live stock into meat and of getting meat into the hands of the con
sumers. A comparison of the present situation with the condi
tions fhat obtained 50 years ago gives some idea of the remark
able benefit that the modern method of meat handling has been 
to the country. I believe in discussing this particular branch ot 
the packing business the people are entitled to know the truth 
and the whole truth, and that in bringing the matter to theil" 
attention it will clear up some very erroneous ideas that possibly 
may be in the minds of the Senators even at this time. 

No business has experienced a greater evolution than that of 
the meat industry. Every man in this Chamber recalls the old 
days of meat slaughtering, when every butcher did his own work. 
There was no division of labor, only a few animals were handled 
at a time, and the conditions under which meat was dressed were 
not of the best. -The meat was inferior in quality and the by4 

products were thrown away. Before the development of live
stock raising in the Middle West each community was supplied 
with animals raised within a short distance. And since cattle 
were raised more for milk than for beef, a large part of the 
beef sup.PlY under the local system was composed of dairy cattle, 
which furnished an inferior grade of meat. Corn feeding was 
pratically impossible before the agricultural development of the 
Middle West. But with the development of the great Mississippi 
Valley and the Western States and the r.aising of cattle and hogs 
in large numbers, they could be produced more economically than 
in the East because of cheap land covered with excellent grazing 
material, and, finally, of much better quality because of the de· 
velopment of corn culture. In those days live stock had to be 
shipped to eastern centers of consumption in stock cars of the 
railroads. This meant that freight on whole animals had to be. 
paid; and in the case of cattle only a little over half of the 
animal was meat. This also resulted in deterioration of animals, 
shrinkage in weight, and deaths of large numbers in transit. 
It required many days in the sixties for a freight train to make 
the trip from the Middle West or West to the Eastern States. 
It also meant that those parts of animals which could not be 
used for food were thrown away, because of the inability to make 
use of by-products. 

But the beginning of the modern packing industry took place 
in Chicago about a half century ago. 1\Ir. G. H. Hammond, Mr. 
G. F. Swift, and Mr. P. D. Armour were among the first to 
realize the possibilities in the slaughtering of animals in or 
near the producing sections and the shipping of dressed meat to 
eastern markets. They were men of great vision, and wrought 
much better than they knew. They were men of insight, and 
foresaw the great possibilities for the packing industry. They 
realized that the great plains and ranches of the West would 
be the sections where the live stock would be produced, and that 
it would be more economical to establish the modern packing 
houses near these producing centers and ship the dressed meat 
to the large eastern sections rather than to ship the live animal.
But there were great difficulties in the way ; insurmountable 
obstacles confronted them. The modern refrigerator cars were 
unknown, and there was a prejudice among eastern people 
against western beef. The railroads had live-stock cars and 
refused to lend any assistance to aid the development of the 
refrigerator cars. They preferred to carry on business in the 
same old way, make no change, and refused to alter thetr cars 
to give to the industry the development which the first founders 
saw and predicted. So it was left to these men not only to
perfect suitable cars for the carrying of meats, but they were 
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compelled to actually build, own, and operate the cars. It is not 
realized, I am sure, how much perseverance and courage was 
nece ary to overcome such difficulties. But as a result of that 
determination, genius, shrewdness, ability, and efficiency which 
is and has b(>...en characteristic of American business men we 
ha-ve to-day one of the greatest imlusu·ies in the world-in fact, 
a bu ine s so large that it is the man-el of the nations of the 
earth. 

From a small in-ve~tment of a few dollars, with no equipment 
and insanitary methods, t;hey now have hundreds of millions of 
capitalilwested, the most modernly equipped plants, \\"here many 
thousands of people are employed, and where the meat and 
other products are handled in the most sanitary and scientific 
manner. This is another result of .American initiative, American 
genius, and .American thrift. 

But the great development of this industry bas brought "ith 
it tremendous responsibilities. The packer has his troubles, 
ancl his path has not been strewn wit]] roses. .And what I have 
to say of the meat imlusb·y applies to the packing of \egetables 
and eYery other product on the face of the earth. The packer 
to-day occupies an unenviable position between the producer, 
who wants his prices high, and the consumer, equally anxious 
to buy his products cheap. To ser-ve and to satisfy both is in 
itself a problem. 

One of the greatest achie-vements of the packing industcy has 
b en the utilization of by-products. It was several years after 
modern pach."ing houses were established before it was learned 
by scientific inYestigation that the unused parts of the animal. 
which were at that time hauled away and discarded, could be 
u eel fo1• \arious purposes. And it was not until the eighties 
that the utilization of by-products began, so that to-day there is 
very little waste. - I do not know exactly how many by-products 
result from the packing of meat, but from some inve tigations 
which I ha\e made there are more than 40 by-products from 
cattle, 25 from hogs, and about 20 from sheep. And there are 
scores of minor by-product which are used as raw material in 
rna king hundreds of articles by hundreds of industries. 

A good description of the early development of by-prod\lcts 
utilization is found in the testimony of J. Ogden Armour be
fore the Senate Committee on Agriculture in February, 1919. 
Hi· statement is as follows (p. 12) : 

During the decade from 1880 to 1890 Armour & Co. continued to 
expand rapidly as new fields of endea•or ope_ned up. It was during this 
period that the utilization of by-products began, and the development 
of that part of our business more than any other factor accounts fo:r our 
being engaged in so many industries which at first glance seem unrelated 
to meat packing. 

In 1880 the firm found a satisfactory outlet for b~f suet by begin
ning the manufacture of oleomargarine. Two years later methods were 
found :for using blood, bones, and meat scrap. In 1884 the firm engaged 
in the glue busines , so as to have an outlet for great quantities of ani
mal material that in the past had been wasted. The following yea.r the 
firm w~ able to put a high-grade pepsin and a beef extract on the 
market, and in the years that followed ways and means were found to 
utilize everything iri or on a meat animal. 
, I assume that you know the economic a pects o! this by-pt·oduct 

development, how it has enabled the producer to get more for hi.s meat 
animal and the consumer to pay less, proportionately, for his meat. 
'llhc big packers are to be credited with this development, for without 
their quantity production the by-products industry ~ould not llave been 
developed. For example, 5,000 steers must be killed before we can 
produce 1 pound of posterior pituitary substance, from which is made 
pituitary liquid, a drug valuable to prevent shQck .niter a wound is sus
tninec:1. Needless to say, smn.ll packers could not produce many oounds 
of pituitary liquid, because by the time they have killed any consider
able number of animals the pituitary glands from the first animals killed 
have ceased to be usable. 
· I ermit me to say here that tlli drug was used to great ad

yantage by the medical fraternity in the World War, and probably 
san~d thousands of lives. And it could have been produced in 
no other way except by these packers slaughtering such enor
mous quantities of cattle that they "ere able to manufacture 
this valuable liquid. 

Heferring again to !11r. Armour's statement, he says: 
From 1890 to 1900 the firm continued growing and expanding. We 

entered into the manufacture of dry sausage largely for export in 
order to better utilize coarser cuts of meat, whlch while perfectly good 
and wholesome in every way dicl not lend themselves to sale to best 
adntntage on the market. We went into the fertilizer business pri
marily to utiltze the gr~at quantity of pacldn~i·llouse waste. A similar 
ren on caus~<l us to enter Into soap-making mdustry. Both of these 
latter businesses have long since ceased to dEpend upon packing-house 
waste !or raw material, but for all that we regard them as important 
phases of oul' businc s. 

One of the mo t notable results of b:r-1)roduct utilization in 
the ca. ·e of cattle, for example, is the fact that all the meat from 
a· steer can be sold by the packer for much less than he pa.ys 
for the~li-ve animal. .According to the statement of Swift & Co. 
for :J.9.L9-and they are among the larg-est packers in the 
country-they paid an average of $92.70 per head for cattle 
in the year 191 , but sold the meat for $81 / -, per head. In ad· 
clition to this $22.06 was recei-ved for by-pronucts-total receipts 
$103.51 per head, as compared with $92.70, the amount paid for 

the live animaL This left $10.81 for expense and profit, and the 
statement shows that only $1.02 per head for profit was allowed. 
I understand that that is equal to about i cent per pound. 
That seems an tmbelievabJy small sum to cl1arge as profit. I 
understand that it has been claimed that the packers do not cor
rectly credit the by-products to their beef business; but it seems 
to me that even if their profit were several times that much, it 
would be a very small item in the "family meat bill. 

The by-product business alone has become one of great pro
portions in this country. Many edible foods are manufactured, 
and this means that meats can be sold at lower prices as com
pared to the . cost of live animals than would otherwise be pos
sible. It means more than this; it means development of new 
industries, the employment for more labor, and the satisfying 
of more wants. To my way of thinking tlle discovery made by 
packers that by-products that were thrown away could be 
utilized for splendid food is one of the greatest achievements 
of modern times. But these by-product can not be utilized 
effectively unless the packing industr.v is organized on a large 
scale, or when it is concentrated in large markets. If it .were 
not for the big volume of business done the packer could not 
sell the meat as cheaply as he doe~ to-day; because \olumc 
permits him to utilize all by-products, and the packer makes his 
profit on these by-products alone and not out of the dressed 
meat. The small packer, especially if he is in the country dis
tricts, is at a disadvantage in this respect, as be can not utilize 
to the same extent the by-products as the big packer can, because 
he does not have sufficient volume of business to justify it. But 
the small packer in a large city does not suffer to such disad
\antage as he formerly did, for there is a fairly good market for 
by-products that he himself can not utilize. 

In the development and growth of this business no one ap
preciates more than I the advantage of producing in a large 
'Way, because I ha~e had the e:xperience. I started in the pack
ing business in a very small way, with one small factory 
producing but a few thousand cans per day, and by economy; 
hard work, and patience my business has grown to the opera
tion and management of eight canneries, handling the products 
of many towns, and with little extra e::~.-pense in office work or 
what might be termed overhead charges. 

.And while I am discussing this phase of the subject, 1\lr. 
President, I want to consider the large packing business. Some 
complain that the companies are too large. I understand that 
the author of one of the bills, Senator KENDRICK, bases his argu
ment for Government regulation on the fact that they are 
national and international in scope and therefore ought to be 
curbe-d by the G<>vernment. I think the most important fact 
of this matter is that the packing business has to be con
ducted by large establishments. .As I have already suggested, a 
very la1·ge part of the live stock is raised in the Middle 'Vest 
and a majority of the consumers are located in the East. This 
makes it necessary in this particular line to assemble the live 
stock for slaughter on a large scale near where the cattle are 
raised and for the packer to provide a distributing organiza
tion for getting the meat and by-products in the hands of 
distant consumers. 

I have heard it said that the small packer can not provide a 
selling organization which 'vill distribute fresh meat all over 
the country in carload lots. I do not see why a small pncldng 
business should be expected to maintain branch distributing • 
houses in all cities of the country. It must take a large output 
to maintain a lot of branches. As a matter of fact, small 
packers are by their size limited very largely to a local business. , 
Only large packers can take care of long-distance business 
that requires much organization and equipment. I do not see 
that it will be any benefit to try to boost small, poorly equipped , 
firms into a large-scale way of doing business for which they 
are not fitted. 

So that when this proposition is newed in its proper light I 
think it will be found that the present organization of the l1ack
ing industry really meets the needs of the situation in this 
country and results in efficiency. It also remains to be pro-ved 
whether the large packers are not in active competition. I am 
inclined to believe their statement that they have no agree
ments, especially as there is no positi•e e-vidence to the con-: 
trary. I believe this because in my own State, where we pack 
a particular style of goods that c:m not be produced in any, 
other section to compete with us, there ha-ve never been any; 
gentleman's agreements nor combinations to control that busi· 
ness, and, the packers in the State of Maine are in sharp com
petition with each other. I can not understand how the puckers 
would dare to make these statements if they were not true. I 
can not understand how they would dare to have any agreements, 
even if they wanted to, in view of the constant investigations 
and sur-veillance of their industry. Common sense tells me that 
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they would not be foolish enough to run the risk that would be 
involved in agreements. 

The so-called Big Five packers, I am advised by the investi
gation I hm.·e made, handle less than 40 per cent of the total 
meat production of the country, and only about 70 per cent of 
the output of the inspected packing houses, which ship goods 
in interstate commerce. The largest packer handles only about 
12 per cent of the total meat supply and only 22 per cent of ~he 
output of inspected houses. In 1918 there were 884 packing 
houses having Federal inspection outside of those owned by the 
five largest packers. This number does not include hundreds of 
packing houses doing an intrastate business which are not under 
Government inspection. 

I understand that the smaller packers are fairly prosperous; 
that they are not only making money but steadily increasing 
theil' yolume of business. Some of the so-called small packers 
are \ ery large size, as, for example, Kingan, Dold, Hermel, and 
many others, who do a large interstate and foreign business. 

Those who criticize the five largest packers on account of 
theil' size should remember that in many important industries 
there is one single corporation that handles a much larger 
percentage of the total output than is the case in the packing 
industry. For example, I refer to the United States Steel Co. 
(Inc.), the Standard Oil Co., the International Harvester Co., 
the Continental "\Vall Paper Co., the American Woolen Co., and 
so forth. 

There are some who declare that the packing indush·y should 
be composed of small units instead of large. The small packer 
is not in a position to render the same service that the large 
packers do. The large packers undertake the expense n.ot only 
of slaughtering and dressing animals but they pay freight on 
goods to all parts of the country, operate branch houses, have 
their own salesmen, accountants, expert meat cutters and han
dlers, and so forth, and even deliver considerable into the hands 
of retailers with their delivery trucks. 

Instead of restraining packers and undertaking to tell them 
what they should do, in my judgment, they should have more 
liberty; and if they were permitted to divide territo:y, it wou!d 
save a great expense which is now incurred. For mstance, m 
small cities of thirty or forty thousand inhabitants we find 
from 5 to 10 packing houses who have warehouses, offices, clerks, 
bookkeepers, managers, handlers of beef, stock drivers, and so 
forth, that could all be readily handled by one concern; and 5 
or 6 men could easily do t11e business that is carried on by 30 
or 40. This, of course, can not be done, because it would be said 
that they were in restraint of trade, and so they are obliged to 
keep this large force of employees to satisfy the law. Possibly 
this is best. In fact, probably it is best; because combinations 
might be ~ade that w~:mld be detrimental to the interest of the 
consumer. But from the standpoint of economy great expense 
could be saved ; and if this expense could be used for the benefit 
of the consumer, millions of dollars might be turned his way. 

The small packer has to pay relatively little for freight and 
selling expense, because he sells his goods locally or buys through 
a wholesale dealer in a distant market. In other words, large 
packers perform a much more extensive service and a very neces
sary one, and consequently you can not safely compare their 
expense with the-expense of the smaller packer who performs a 
lesser service. 
· I feel that there is room, and a great need, for both the small 
and large packer. From testimony given bef~re the House and 
Senate committees last winter the small packers are not com
plaining; for at those hearings they said that they had been 
prosperous· that they had not suffered from the competition of 
the large packers ; and that they were opposed to legislation 
regulating the packing industry. And I want to say that I have 
received letters from very many of the smaller 11ackers of my 
State opposing these bills. Even the Federal Traoe Commission 
in its report on profiteering made the following statement with 
regard to the small packers: 

The independent packers, as measured by results compiled for 65 of 
the largest of them earned during 1914, 1915, and 1916 a rate of profit 
as high or slightly bigher than that earned by the big packers in those 
years. 

One of the best illustrations that I know of, which demon
strates the efficiency of large business units, is the splendid 
service the packers rendered during the war. They did a big 
job, and they did it in a big way. I doubt, Mr. President, if 
many realize what a vital part the packers played during the war 
in keeping the Allies and our own countrymen fed, which was 
one of the necessary services in winning that con test. 

I believe the records will show that there is no industry in the 
country that performed a greater service. They had such a per
fect machinery, organized on .a national and an international 
basis, that they were able to take care of war demands perhaps 
more promptly and efficiently than any other industry in the 
country. Their efficiency in this respect alone is one of the best 

arguments that can be found for the present organization of the 
packing industry on a large scale. 

The following export figures in round numbers give some idea 
of the tremendous quantity of beef and pork products sent 
abroad as a result of the war : 

B6ef products. Pounds. 
In1914--------------------------------------------- 148,000,000 
In 1918--------------------------------------------- 590,000,000 

Pork pt·oducts. Pounds. 
In 1914------------------------------------------- 921,000,000 
In1918------------------------------------------- 1,600,000,000 

In this connection I want to speak a word with reference to the 
#National Canners' Association, which was called upon and used 
in a great many capacities by the different Government offices. 
Because of the fact that perishable food could not be taken to 
foreign cantonments in any other manner than in tin cans or cold 
storage, it can readily be seen that the canning industry had to 
put forth its utmost efforts throughout the war to meet the Gov
ernment requirements. This is evidenced in the report of Mr. 
Benedict Crowell Assistant Secretary of War and Director of 
Munitions, in which he says: · 

We literally paved the way to Berlin with tin cans. We used more 
than 1,000,000,000 cans. Enough, standing on en~ to. make a road wide 
enough and long enough for a force of men marchmg m columns of four 
to go-from Hoboken, N. J., to the heart of Germany. 

Yet these men who produced this quantity of canned food have 
been declared in this Senate a menace to the country. As be
tween them and their accusers I shall leave you to judge. 

Early in 1918 representatives of the Army and Navy attended 
the annual convention of the National Canners' Association, 
which was held in Boston, and urged maximum production o:t 
canned foods in every possible way. The industry was strained 
to its utmost. And owing to the officially established price of 
wheat which automatically established in the minds of farmers 
a minlm.um expectation of acreage return, it was forced to pay 
the farmers a largely increased price for all of its raw products. 

The Army and Navy, fearing that the price to be paid farmers 
for raw tomatoes could not be controlled, issued a bulletin 
February 28, 1918, through the Food Administration, stating that 
they would be ·unwarranted in malting any award for canned to
matoes, or tomato products, based on raw material prices in 
excess of certain amounts. 

This bulletin brought forth earnest protests from farmers, and 
the matter was taken up by the United States Senate, with the 
result that the bulletin was withdrawn. 

In 1918 the requirements for the Army and Navy were placed 
through the Food Administration direct with individual can
ners. The authority for the Food Administration placing these 
commandeered orders was through the direction of the Food 
Purchase Board. The individual canners were required to 
readjust their plans from time to time as the needs of the Gov
ernment became apparent. 

In April, 1918, the canners were instructed to hold for the 
Government 15 per cent of their season's production of peas, 
corn, and tomatoes. On July 30 these percentages were increased 
to 25 per cent of the peas and corn :md 33! per cent of the to
matoes. On September 27 the new percentage of tomatoes was 
increased to 45 per cent. The original commandeer of string 
beans was 25 per cent, and this was later increased to 40 per cent 
of the entire pack. 

One of the Big Five packers alone shipped 760,000,000 pounds 
of meat and meat products during the year ending November 1, 
1918, to the American Army and Navy at home and abroad and 
to allied nations and their armies and civilians. This amounts 
to 25,000 carloads of meat, which would make a single train 
200 miles long. This same company shipped as many as 1,000 
cars for Army at home and for overseas shipment in a single 
week. 

What might have happened to ourselves and to our allies dur
ing the war had it not been for this wonderfully well organize(} 
and efficient industry? What if the Big Five had been di>ided 
into three, four, or five thousand units? Does anyone believe 
they would have had the organization and equipment to have 
rendered such service? It is difficult to imagine how many. 
millions of troops in Europe could have been adequately fed 
without the organization of the packers. We know that in 
iminy wars in the past armies supplied themselves by foraging 
in the country through which they were passing. But during the 
European war millions of men had to be supplied with meat from 
points thousands of miles away. This was all done quickly and 
efficiently, and there were no complaints as t? the wholesome
ness the cleanliness of the food, or of the serVIce rendered, and 
not ; single death has been reported from this source. If there 
had not been an efficient machinery in operation at the beginning 
of the war, the accomplishments in this direction would never 
hnve been possible. 
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I want to dwell at some length on the subje<:t of the profits 
made by packers, because I think that that is one of the con
trolling facts of this industry that you have to consider in con
nection with the proposed legislation. 

The history of the ugitation which has culminated in these bills 
is that the live-stock producer has complained from time to time 
that his economic condition has been injuriously affected by 
fluctuations in prices of li.ve stock, resulting in severe losses. 
It has been repeatedly, in fact continually, charged that the 
los es which the live-stock raiser has at times suffered have been 
due to extortionate profits taken by the large packers. It is 
the hope of tho e back of the proposed legislation that Govern
ment control will so regulate the profits of tbe packers that these 
los es in the raising of live stock will be avoided. 

It therefore appears that there is expected from this legis
lation a reduction in the difference between the price of the 
live animal and the price of meat and by-products; so that the 
live-stock raiser will be enabled to get more for his live stock, 
and the consumer to get his meat at a lower price. 

I believe that it baR been generally conceded that the packers 
handle their business in an efficient manner, and with a proper 
economy of expense. 

Our experience with Government control of railroads and 
telephones certainly gives no hope that under Government regu
lation the expense of conducting the business would be reduced. 
The only hope, therefore, is that there can be a substantial im
provement made in the economic status of the producer and 
consumer through a reduction in the profit made by the pack
ers. That is in the minds of those who are urging this legis
lation as being the cure to be applied to tbe situation. The 
Federal Trade Commission has laid great emphasis on what 
they call extortionate profits taken by tbe packers and, in my 
opinion, have gone to great lengths to mislead the country as 
to the real sitoation, with the result that after more than two 
years of investigation the general public is yet without reliable 
information presented so as to disclose the effect of the packers' 
profits on the producer and consumer. The general public have 
been misled by the quotation of large figures of total profits 
into the belief that the packers have made extortionate profits 
and have, in fact, seriously affected prices of live animals and 
meat by reason of excessive profits. , 

There is. however, no lack of evidence to show that that is 
not true and that the real facts show profits so small as not to 
affect prices appreciably. For one year ending November 2, 
1918, the packers were under the supervision of the Food Ad
ministration, their profits during this time being covered by 
certain profit restrictions. Their books and records were also 
under the close supervision of the Federal Trade Commission, 
who had a force of men located in Chicago in daily touch with 
the books and records of the packers, which books and records 
were subject to their inspection. 

The Food Administration has made an annual report as to 
the operations of the five large packers during this year, from 
which I quote the following figures: 
Total profit ------------------------------------- $40, 59-4, 935 
Invesbnent______________________________________ $714,187,204 
Profit percentage on invesbnenL------------~------- 5. 6 
Sales------------------------------------------- $2,43~113,430 
Profit percentnge on sales_________________________ 1. 6 

Is there any other business of like size and like investment 
in this country that shows so small a percentage of profits 
allowed on tl:.e investment or on sales as does the five large 
meat packers of the country? These figures cover the opera
tions in tbe slaughtering of live animals and the distribution 
of meat and by-products therefrom, and, under the Food Ad
ministration rules, include all profits that legitimately belong 
to the meat industry. 

I want particularly to call your attention to the fact that the 
profit on the investment was only 5.6 per cent and on the sales 
1.6 per cent; that is to say, 1.6 cents profit on each dollar of 
sales. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President--
Mr. FERNALD. I yiel<rto the Senator from Missouri. 
Mr. REED. I think for the sake of accuracy or clarity it 

ought to be stated that this profit realized by the packers of 
5.6 per cent is not the profit upon the capital of the packing 
companies, but represents a profit upon every dollar invested 
or employed in the business. Tl:at is to say, if a packing com
pany has a capital of $10,000,000, and then borrows $100.000,000, 
the profit represents 5.6 per cent on all the money thus employed. 
So the packer first pays the interest on his borrm ·ed money and 
charges that as expense. That capital has once borne an in
terest burden. Then upon the money he thus borrows he make~ 
a net return of 5.6 per cent. So money which he borrowed at 
6 per cent has to bear the ultimate burden of 11.6 per cent. 

I am not saying for the present that that may not be proper, 
but I would not want it to appear that a packing conmany 
had made only 5.6 per cent upon the capital stock of the com
pany. 

Mr. FERNALD. I thank the Senator for his observation. 
Mr. GRONNA. Will it disturb the Senator to be further in

terrupted? 
Mr. FERNALD. No; I yiel<l gladly to the Senator from North 

Dakota. 
Mr. GRO!\TNA. I think it is generally untierstoocl by every

one who has investigfl.ted this matter that under the regulations 
made by the Government the packers were allowed to make a 
profit of 2! per cent on their turnover, and that they ma<le a 
profit as stated by the Senator from Maine. Is that correct? 

1\I.r. FERNALD. I think that is correct. 
1\Ir. SMOOT. It is also true that they did not make the 2t 

per cent allowed by the Government. 
Mr. FERNALD. No; they did not. 
l\Ir. REED. That is to say, the Government regulation was 

so high that the packer could not reach it. 
Mr. FERNALD. I will come to that later. 
P.1r. REED. So Government regulation does not seem to 

promise much in t11at respect. · 
Mr. FERNALD. In 1918 the packers were under u great 

many restrictions imposed by the Food Administration, an<l it 
might therefore be claimed that the profit resulting from opera
tions in that year cli<l not re:fle<:t the normal conditions of the 
industry. 

I have bad prepared a statement which I would like to intro
duce covering the sales and profits of the four large packers
Wilson & Co. figures not being available-for the 1a t 10 years. 

FO UR LARGE PACKERS. 

l:>tatement show-ing sales, pt·ofits, aruJ pe)· cent earned. 

Arrnoar. Coldahy. ~JOlT is. 

Ye!lr. Percent Percent Per cent 
Soles. Profits. profit on Sales. Profits. profit on Salt'S. l 'ro5.t;:. profit on 

sales. sales. sales. 
' 

1!l09 ...•.................... . ...•.... -·-······· ,.225,000,()(1() $7,127,925 3.17 SS4, 420, 76:J $1,464,952 1. 74 $160,000,000 82,071,339 1.29 
1910 .••.••.............•..... •··-···-·-····-··· 250. 000, 000 5,817, 720 2,33 93,315,696 494,117 .05 14:0,000,000 1,627, 991 1.16 
1911 ...•.•...................... -· •.••••• -··--. 250,000,000 5,510,053 1.00 87, !303, 855 379,307 .OJ 140,000, 000 1,036, 746 • 74 ' 
1912 .... . ..........•..• . .. . ...••• ____ ••••.•••.. 2&\,000, 000 5, 701,646 2.00 90,443,970 1, 129,465 1.25 160,000,000 1, 812,653 1.13 1 
191:.1 ............... . ......... ····-············· 350,000,000 6,028,197 L72 104,408,789 1,329,178 1.27 175, 000, 000 1, ~16, 997 1.10 

Total,!;· Y<':l.rs • . • •••••••••••• ··-······· •• 1' 3150, 000, 000 27,185,5U 2.00 460,393,075 l 4, 797,019 1. 0~ 775, 000' 000. 8,4G5, 72~ 1.00 1 

1914 ........ . ...... .. .............................. 375, 000,000 7,509, 908 . 2.00 109, 12J, 449 1, 402,016 1.28 150, 000, 000 2,205,673 1.47 ' 
1915 .•.••.. • ................. ---··-··········-· 425,000,1XJO 11,000,000 2. 59 116, 162, 156 609,2!2 .53 160, 000,000 2,321,415 1.45 
19lll ..... ._ ............ . ................. -·-··· 525,000, 000 20,100,000 383 133,000,966 3,011, 415 2.25 250,000,000 3,632,212 1. 45 1 
1917 ..••.••...................•• ~·-···-········ 575, 000., 000 21 , 293,562 3. 70 184,811,000 3,851,994 2.08 300,000, 000 5,301,071 l. 77 
19:t8 .......•........ · ·· ·· · ·····-···········-··· 861. 000, 000 15,247,8.17 L 77 286, 660, 971 3,376,808 1.18 372.000,000 4,211,853 1.13 1 

Total, !'o yrurs. · ········-·-··········--· · 2. iOl ' 000, 000 75,151,307 2. 72 830,716,542 12,251,415 ]. 47 1,23'2, 000,000 11,678,229 1.43 J 

'l.'otal, 10 yeat s . .........••.•.•••••...... 4, 121,000,000 102,326,818 2.48 lJ 29l, 109,617 17,0!8,494 1.32 2, 007,000,000 26,143,958 1.30
1 

-----
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FOUR LARGE PACKEas-cootinued. 

Stattr1 1ent showing saletJ, 1n-ofits, and per cent eat·ned-Cont inued. 

Swift . Total four large packers. 

Year. 

,1909-••••••••.. •·· · ·········· · ···•··••··••••·•··•••·•••·••·•••••··••··•••••···••••••••••• 

l t~i~:: :::::::: ::·:::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
1
1912 •• -················································································· 
1913 ......................... . ......................................................... . 

Total, 5 years ..•.... . ..................•..••.•.•.. : •.•....••.•..•.•• ·•··•••··••••· 

1914 ••.••.•.•.....•............•......•..•..•....•.•••..•.•••••••••••••••.••.••••••••••• 
1915 •••••••••..•.. . .....•..•.....•.••••••.•••.••.•.•••••••••••••••••..•• ~·······--·~···· 

.1916 ..•. ··-·· ......• - .. - •..•......•••••...••••••.•••• -···· •••••••••••.•••••••••••••.•••• 
1917 ................................................................................... . 
1918 ................................................................ ············~·······,------!-----! 

I want particularly to call your attention to the fact that for 
the first five-year period their sales were $4,070,000,000, the profits 
$79,000,000, or L94 cents per dollar of sales. For the second fiT'e
year period-the war period-their sales were $8,399,000,000 ; 
profits, in round numbers, $204,000,000, or 2.44 cents per dollar 
of sales. The lowest rate per dollar sales was 1.34 cents, the 
highest 3.36 cents. It is true that the total amount of the 
packers' profits has increased from $-79,000,000 for the first five
year period to $2<M,OOO,OOO, but their volume of business has 
more than doubled. 

I have to confess tha.t I can not see how the packers can 
have injuriously affected the economic status of producer and 
consumer by taking such extremely small profits. 

I doubt if there is any large industry in the country which 
does business on such a narrow margin of profit. To me these 
facts absolutely show that packers' profits have little effect in 
keeping meat prices high or in keeping live-stock prices low. The 
difference paid these two would ·seem to me to be as low as is 
possible. Only large volume of business makes it possible to 
operate on such a small margin of profit. 

Vi"e all realize that the price of all commodities at present is 
higher than ever before experienced. I can not find that meat 
prices are in proportion any higher than the prices of other 
commodities. It would be interesting to consider how the eco
nomic status of the producers of live stock is to be benefited 
by the proposed legislation. It has been shown by some of the 
packers-Swift, I think, more particularly-that 85 cents out of 
each dollar of sales is paid for the Ii"fe animal; 13 cents for 
labor, freight, and other expenses, and only 2 cents was profit. 
You will note that 13 cents went for freight, labor, and other 
expenses. It iS undoubtedly true that the packer is paying 
regular rates for transportation of his meats. A reduction of 
these rates is a matter that can not be affected by the proposed 
legislation. The packers' expenditures for labor and other ex
penses can be reduced only by greater efficiency. 

Keeping in mind our experience with railroads and telephones, 
I think you will have very grave doubts as to any saving being 
made out of the packer's expenditures for labor and other ex
penses by this legislation. This leaves only 2 cents, which the 
packer retains as his profit. This 2 cents is less than one-half 
cent per pound, and amounts to about 90 cents per capita, based 
on the average consumption of 182 pounds of meat per capita 
of production per annum. 

I do not l>elieve that the consumers of this country or the 
producers want to try the radical experiment of governmental 
control of indush·ies if that is all the saving that can possibly 

' be made. If you can not reduce materially the packer's ex
; penses or his profits, then the only way you can get lower-priced 
·meats is to pay the producer less for his live stock. 

At this point I want to show the othet· side-that the economic 
condition of the producer and consumer has been tremendously 

I. helped by the initiative, energy, and efficiency of the packers in 
. keeping abreast of an expanding industry by preparing the 
1 products of live stock with the highest degree of skill and ener-
1 getically finding a market for them throughout the world and 
1 in this country, so that in every Tillage and town, and e\"en in 
! country districts, it is possible for the consumer to secure full 
I supplies and wide varieties of all kinds of meat prodncts, deliv-
ered to him in the very best of condition. 

This widespread market for products has made possible the 
present vast size of the live-stock industry. There is no country 
in the world that has such an efficient and energetic instru
mentality in getting live-stock products to market as the pacl\:
ers have furnished the live-stock raisers of this country. 

I think, 1.\Ir. President, that the prirrcipal reason for this legis
lation and the agitation that is going on in some quarters 
against the packers is due. in some respect to an investigation 
conducted by the Federal Trade Commission, and I want to 
go into that question for a little while. 

The investigation of the packing industry was started by the 
Federal Trade Commission in the summer of 1917. It "as 
started on instructions fl·om President Wilson : 

To investigate and report the facts relating to production, ownership, 
manufacture, storage, and distribution of foodstuffs, and the produet or 
by-products arising from or in connection with their preparation and 
manufacture. 

The letter from the President containing th-ese instructions 
was dated February 7, 1917. But what has the Federal Trade 
Commission done since the President gave these instructions 
nearly two and one-half years ago? The fact is. the collllllis
sion has investigated meat industries only, and only that part 
·with which the packers are concerned. No attempt has been 
made to investigate live-stock prices or the cost of live-stock 
production, and no study has been made, so far as I know, or 
retail distribution. 

Wl1en the investigation began it bid fair to be an impartial 
one. But all of the packers declare that it soon developed that 
the Trade Commission was seeking only such information as it 
could use, by distorting facts and by adroit interpretation~ to 
make out a case against the packing industry. The investiga
tion was a one-sided affair. It was an ex parte proceeding. To 
start wit~ the commission employed an attorney who was at 
that time a candidate for office, and who sought throughout his 
employment with the commission to gain all the publicity and 
notoriety possible. He had gained his reputation as a prosecut
ing attorney and he began to perform in that capacity for the 
commission. 

The packers insist that prejudiced witnesses wel'e sought out 
to testify against them. They were not permitted, however) 
through legal counsel, to cross-examine these witnesses. They 
could not produce witnesses who, through cross-examination, 
would controvert the evidence of prejudiced witnesses, nor were 
they permitted to cross-examine witnesses of their own, to sub
stantiate the facts which they might have produced. It is 
true that representatives of the packers might have appeared at 
these hearings, but since they would haYe 'been subject to cross
examination by a hostile attorn-ey, and since they had no right 
of cross-examining witnesses themselves, or through counsel, 
they naturally did not care to submit to any unjust procedure. 

In further support of my contention that these hearings were 
unfair, I cull your attention to the significant fact that 1\Ir. 
Colver,. of the Federal Trade Collllllission, admitted to the 
Bouse Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Decem
ber 19, 1918, that the hearings had heen ex parte in cha.racter. 

The packers further assert that other questionable m~thods 
of procedure were used by the commission,. when their agents 
went through the priv-ate files of the packers and sel~cted only 
such parts of correspondence as might appear to make a case 
against the packers. They say a letter here and a letter th~re, 
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scraps of paper, were taken from the files while the hearings 
were being held, and these read into the record, not only without 
adequate explanation but with misleading insinuation and 
wrong iuteq)retation. All of these were given at once to the 
newspapers, which resulted in sensational items being printed 
which inflamed the public, and is responsible more than any
thing else for the prejudice in the minds of the people against. 
the packing industry. 

This report of the Federal Trade Commission, as far as I 
have been able to investigate it, contains no evidence of monop
oly. I am r~liably informed, 1\Ir. President, that the commis
sion in some instances actually used only such parts of tele
grams taken from the files of the packers as appeared to bear 
out its case, omitting items from the same telegrams w~ich 
were not useful evidence to the commission. 

So here we have an agency of the Government, constituting 
itself mainly as a prosecuting body, losing sight very largely of 
its function in the aid and guidance of business. The Federal 
Trade Commi sion, in place of cooperating and being of some 
assistance, has, and is now, badgering, harrying, and heckling 
Ame1ican business interests. 

i\lr. President, instead of interfering with the business affairs 
of the country every Senator on this floor ought to be trying 
to encourage business, and in those splendid States of the South 
there ought to be erected this year more than 100 canneries to 
take care of their products. Instead of that, however, no de
velopment is being made along these lines. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate fo some statements 
contained in the summary of the report of the Federal Trade 
Commission, wherein monopoly and collusion is charged. These 
statements are made in a letter to President Wilson, written by 
W. B. Colver, therr chairman of the commission. The report is 
dated July 3, 1918. Here are some of the statements 1\Ir. Colver 
makes: 

First. It appears that five great packing concerns of the country
Swift, Armour, Morris , Cudahy, and Wilson-have attained such a 
dominant position that they control at will "the market in which they 
buy their supplies, the market in which they sell their products, and 
bold the fortune of their competitors in their bands." 

A little further on in this letter 1\Ir. Colver further states: 
Some independent packers exist by sufferance of the five, and a few 

hardy ones have survived in real competition. Around such few of 
these as remain the lines are drawing in. 

On last Monday, August 18-and I am glad the chairman of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry is present-1\Ir. 
Colver went before the Senate Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry and practically reiterated the charge to the committee 
contained in his letter to the President. He declared: 

We have found that there are five great meat-packing corporations 
in this country, which, independently and collectively, control the meat
packing industry of the country. TherP are many independents, some 
of considerable size, many smaller ones. '\\ e t:lnd that these inde
pendents, in so far as they do exist, exist at sufferance, and as yon 
become more familiar with these reports I think that that wl11 be as 
clear to you as it seems to be clear to us. 

But now let us see, Mr. President, whether that is the truth· 
or not. Only yesterday a number of independent packers ap
peared before the Senate Committee on Agriculture, and these 
men's testimony discredits absolutely the report of the Federal 
Trade Commission as well as the statement made by l\Ir. Colver 
no longer ago than last l\Ionday. There were eight or nine 
prosperous and independent packers who appeared before the 
Senate committee yesterday protesting against the enactment 
of the Kendrick and Kenyon bills. Their resolutions, or letter, 
to the chairman of the committee is as follows: . 

The undersigned, being beef and pork packers in the city of Balti
more, hereby strongly oppose the two bills known as the Kendrick bill, 
No. 2202, and the Kenyon bill, No. 2199, introduced in the Senate of 
the United States on June 23, 1919, for the following reasons: 

First. Because the bill states "it is to stimulate the production as 
well as the distribution of live stock, live-stock products, and for other 
purposes." which, in our opinion, it can not possibly do. 

Second. Because we are opposed to · placing the live stock and live
stock products industry in the hands of any one person, being sure that 
no man living bas the ability or capacity to discharge the duties of such 
a position fairly and without hardship to some packers. And our ex
perience has been that power has been used arbitrarily on many occa
sions, and this would seriously hamper the proper conduct of the 
business. 

Third. We believe that there are sufficient laws upon the statute 
books to prevent meat packers from making any unreasonable profits. 

Fourth. It is not possible to hamper or reduce the efficiency of the 
meat packers without injuring the live-stock producers and limiting 
their output, which in turn decreases the amount of food products for 
the consumer and increases the pl1ce 

Fifth. Because it is a long step toward Government ownership, 
thereby taking away ambition and initiative. 

Sixth. If the packing industry is handicapped, it will be dlfficult, if 
not impossible, for the packer to secure sufficient loans at the banks 
throughout the country during the packing season, when the producer 
wants a ready market for all of his live sto<ti"~ 

Finally, because of alleged misdoings of the large packers, hundreds 
of smaller packPrs who ha\e labored for many years to build up their 
business this bill injures and tends to destroy. 

T. Davis Bill, of Cochran, Hill & Co. ; Howard R. Smith, of 
Jones & Lamb Co.; Joseph Kurdle, of the Thos. J. Kur
dle Co. ; Fred Shafer, of Jacob C. Shafer Co. ; Sol. 
Greenewald, of Greenewald & Co. ; C. F. Kurrle, of 
Kurrle Packing Co. ; W. F. Schluderberg, of the Wm. 
Scbluderberg & Sou Co. ;· C. F. Hohman, of C. Hohman 
& Sons; H. C. Bertram, of D. B. Martin Co. 

Then a number of these. gentle.men went on the witness stand 
and in their testimony declared that the so-called Big Five 
had not and were not tl~ying to crush them-they had been 
treated fairly-and opposed this legislation. I wish to call 
your attention to the testimony of Mr. T. Davis Hill, of Coch
ran, Hill & Co. (Inc.), beef and pork packers, of Baltimore, Md. 
This company has just completed a new million-dollar plant 
and expanded its business. Until a few months ago they were 
in the pork-packing business, but with their new plant they are 
slaughtering cattle, sheep, and other animals. Reading from the 
record of yesterday, we find as follows: 

Senator WADSWORTH. Has your business-if you do not mind saying 
so-been growing the last 10 years? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 
Senator WADS WORTH. Has it been subject to any u,ndue interferences 

by any other corporation? · 
Mr. HILL. Nothing except what competition brings. 
Senator WADSWORTH. And you are expanding? 
Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; very much so. 

1\fr. Hill further testified that his company went out into the 
open market and bought their live stock. He said they bought 
it at Louisville, Indianapolis, Cincinnati, St. L-ouis, and as far 
west of Kansas City. Along this line, Senator W ADSWOBTH 
asked 1\Ir. Hill tbis question : 

Senator WADSWORTH. Have .any of the men who have been buying 
for you made any comJ.>laint to your company that their operations as 
buyers were hampered m any way in the stockyards? 

Mr. HILL. Never; I have not any idea they are. 
A little further we read from the record: -
Senator WADS WORTH. Has any question arisen in your experience 

that would lead you to believe the packers_ control the market? 
Mr. HILL. They can not do it. 
Senator WADSWORTH. You mean they can not do it? 
Mr. HILL. They can not do it. 
Senator WADSWORTH. Why not? 
Mr. HILL. There are too many small buyers. 
Senator WADS WORTH. Too many small buyers? 
Mr. BILL. Too many outside packers. You look into the Drover's 

Magazine and you will see that outside buyers purchase in Chicago some 
days more than all the large packers put together. In other words , 
there are so many orders coming into a market like Chicago some days, 
for instance, that the smaller packers frequently make the market for 
the big packers. 

Senator WADS WORTH then asked l\Ir. Hill about his profits. 
This is also very interesting, 1\fr. President: 

Senator WADSWORTH. How does your margin of profit compare with 
that. of your most powerful competitor, if you can make the comparison? 

Mr. HILL. According to their statements, ours was a little better last 
year. If you will remember, the Government limited the packing in
dustry to 2~ per cent profit on the volume of business. I see by the 
statements of the large packers that they did not make it. 

Senator WADSWORTH. It ran about neck and neck-you did a little 
better than they did ? 

Mr. HILL. I believe in 10 years we have done a little better than the 
larger packers. 

So, Mr. President, that would not indicate that the indepenuent 
packers are existing by sufferance. The testimony yesterday 
was very interesting, and I want to go a little further: 

Senator FRANCE. Mr. Hill, you have built up your business by buying 
in competition with big packers and in selling iri competition With theru 
in the markets? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 
Senator FRANCE. Can you cite any instance of unfair compeUtlon 

against you? 
Mr. HILL. None whatever. Their competition is jus t the same us we 

meet a.ll over the country. 
Senator FRANCE. Have they never tried to undersell you for the pur

pose of driving you out of business ·1 
Mr. HILL. I have never seen that disposition. Their competition is 

exactly the same as we meet everywhere else. There are many branch 
houses in the business, as you know, and we are in constant competition 
with smaller and larger packers. 

Senator WADSWORTH. How many independent packers are there in 
Baltimore? 

Mr. HILL. Ten or twelve. 
Senator W Answon.TH. Ten or twelve small packers? 
Mr. HILL. Yes. 
As a further evidence of there being competition, in reply to a 

question by Senator CAPPER, " Is not the market practically the 
same in respect to the independent packers and 'Big Five' 
packers; that is, you are not attempting to make a better price 
than the five big packers at any time?" l\Ir. Hill says: 

As I say, that is not our policy. Our policy is to go out and sell these 
goods at a profit when we can do it. I venture to say that there is 4 
or 5 cents a pound difference between the ~igbest and lowest price on 
hams in Baltimore to-day. 

l\Ir. President, I understand these other packers from Balti
more testified practically the same things as Mr. H.ill. Besides 
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the C ochran, Hill & Co . .expanding, Jones & Lamb, of Baltimore, 
.have, I liilderstancl, awarded contracts for $1,000,000 worth of 
impro>ements; that D. B. '1\Iartin & Oo., another independent 
packer of Bultimore, is spending .$500,000 on improvements; a.nd 
that William Schluderberg & Sons have awarded a contract for 
an addition to their plant costing $600,000. 

1\Ir. President, does this look like "the lines at~ drawing in" ? 
All of these gentlemen who testified yesterday, I und-erstand, are 
amon g the leading citizens of Baltimore, men of .character and 
;st..wding in their community, -and yet we haYe an ·agency 'Of the 
GoY rnment giving out reports which are evidently untrue. In 
addition to the testimony o~ Mr. Hill, 1\Ir. Howard R. Smith, 

. president of the Jones & Lamb Co., Baltimore, in a statement 
said: 

The :impression seems to be ab1·oad with some people that large paclt· 
crs are just imply monopolizing everything and driving the smaller 

·pad:er out -of business. I want to say that we have been in the packing 
' bu ine for 15 years, and we have large and smaller packers as com
petitor·. "They have .not p.ut us out of busineS£. We have grown right 
along; in fact, we are now erecting a new plant at BAltimore. 

A.· I have &'tid, M:;e. President, this company is building a 
million-dollar plant. 

)Ir. Sol. Greenewalcl, pre ident of the Greenew-ald Pacldng Co., 
Baltimore, when a ked if the big packers interfered lrith them in 
any way in their buslnes , said.: "No, si:t·; not at all." 1\Ir. 

1 
Greenewald told the committee that they went into other m.:'lr

·kets in Kansas City and Chicago, w.ent into competiti-on in stock
:rard · of these places, and bought their live stock. He ~lso de
' nied that the big packers controlled competition. He aid the 
yards were open to anyone. 

On .July 11, 1919, in a summary, the Federal Trade Commis
sion in its report said: 

The packers arc also important factors in condensed milk, and are 
rapidly increasing their proportion. Wisconsin is covered by their 
creameries. condenseries~ and buying .stations, and a similar process 
and control is ali'Cady evident in the other prlncipal dairy States. 

.~..yow, let u s see .about that statement. Yesterday :Mr. William 
T. Xardin, >ice president of the Helvetia Milk Condensing Co., 
"·hom I know Tery welJ, appeared 'before th-e Agriculture Com
mittee of the Senate, and when asked what ;percentage 'of the 
milt: busine s was controlled ·by the packers, r.eplied : 

There was last year produced in tlle United States about 33,000,.000 
eases condensed and evaporated milk. • • -• The paeker:s produced 
of ltbut, ii Should sas • .not more thn.n 3;000;000 cases. 

This, you realize, is not 10 pe.r cent of the milk business of the 
count IT. 

Chairman GRONNA asked Mr. Nardin this question: 
T11c CHAIRMAN. How do you find tllem as .comp.etitors? It has been 

complained, of course, that they are unfair and that w.h~ tbey begin to 
oper·ate in a new industry they will make prices lower to make U im
poRsiblc for people with smaller capital to ear.ry on the business and 
make a -profit. 

1\Ir. NARDIN. Speaking for my own company, the company with which 
I am connected. we have round no clifficulty in packer competition in 
the milk business. 

So here "e ha Ye the testimony of one of the leading milk 
mauufacturers of the country saying the packers contr()lled less 
thar1 il.O per cent of :the mLlk business and that they are not 
unfair in competition. 

"Big Five " fi·om charges made by the Federal Trade Commis
sion, ftlld who are against thi bilL 

I wi!Sh to say that I haTe some letters ·which I shall place in 
the RECm.m, without reading, from many other small, independent 
packers of the country. 

SIOUX CITY, IOWA, August 15, 1919. 
HonJ BERT M. Fl!lR!'ULD, 

United States .Senate, Washington, D. a. 
DEAR Sm : Inclosed please find p1·lnted copies of resolutions passed by 

the Sioux City Live Stock Exchange on .August 8, opposing the Kenyon 
bill, whi<:h we feel is most uehimental not only to the farmer and -pro
ducer llJut also to the entire lh·e-stock industry. 

We trust you will give these resolutions your careful consideration as 
the Live Stock Exchange is thoroughly familiar with all phases of tbe 
Uve-st<>ek imlust:ry and speaks from actual knowledge. 

Respectfully, yours, 
pAUL H. CALDWELL, 

S~cretary Siow:: Oity Liv e Stock Ell)c}wnge. 
OPPOSED TO TilE KE:-<1:01'1 niL~SJOUX CITY LIVE STOCK EXCIJA:-<GE SETS 

·OOR'l'H UEASONS FQU LACK OF FAITH IN PROPOSED LEGISLATIOX. 

.At a meeting of tbe Sioux .City Li:ve Stock Exchange, held yesterday 
afternoon, the following re olutions were adopted : 
"Whereas there is now pending in the Senate of the United States a bHl, 

Senate file No. 2202, introduced by Senator KENYON, of Iowa; and 
"Whereas said bill proposes to delegate autocratic power to an ap

pointee of the Secretary of Agriculture in that it provides that the 
person so appointed under the provisions of this act shall ha>e 
sole control, directi<m, and .super-vision of the entire live stoek. 
meat foods, and dairy business of the United States, subject only 
to the Secretary of Agriculture, in whom is vested power to make 
any such rules) regulations. or ~:estrictions a he may see fit to im
pose upon those engaged in any of the nuied branches of these 
industries; and 

"Whereas the Sioux City Live Stock Exchange was organized for the 
pur;pose of protecting and promoting the interests of the live-stock 
producer and hippex and has e>.cr been quick to oppo c any pro
posed legislation detrimental to such jnterests: and 

" Whereas it is pl'Oposcd that 1ive·stock commission firms in the condu-ct 
()f their business shall be compelled by said bill to conduct their 
'businesses only aeoording to the direction of a political appointee, 
-who may or may not ha"'·e the interests of tbe live- toek producer 
.at heart; and 

"Wherea after a cm•eful study of this bill and haviug ha<l the benefit 
of obser>ation of administration of the rail; telegraph, and tele
phone lines of our eountr'y by bureaus and political appointees, we 
believe that the passage of sueh a law would throw the live-stock 
industry of our country into a state of demonrlization beyond all 
precedent in history ; and 

" Whereas we believe that any such legislation would delegate to an 
individual -autocratic power, that such control if e:rtended to the 
11>-e-stoek indut;try would soon be demanded for other branches of 
industry in our -country, .and that such control would result in equal 
demora.liza tion in other lines of commerce; and 

"Whereas we contend we .have a constitutional right to advise our na· 
tiona! legislator of our appro>al of and our opposition to any law, 
legislation, or regulation which -it is proposed to enforce; and 

" Whereas we do not tweept dictation or direction from any person, 
corporation, or {)rganization as to our acts in such matters : Be it 
now 

•• Resolved b.v the Siouw C-ity Live Stock EwcJwngc, organized. (ot· tl~c 
purpose of p1·otcction to the intc1·est of ~at1·ons of tl~e publio -tnat·kets of 
the United States, 'That we do now register our most emphatic protest 
.against the passage of ~he Kenyo.n bill or any ·bill !lf a similar nature ; 
that w.e propose at all times and m all places to voice our opposition to 
such measures, believing them to be nndiilllocratic, unfair, discrimina
tory, and confiscatory, and reque t our representatives in Congress to 
-vigorously oppose any such measure ; and be it further 

u Resolved, That the secretary of this exchange is instructed to for
ward at once to our repr~.>s.entatives in both branches of the Congress of 
the United Stutes and to representati>e.s in Nebr.aska, South Dakota 
North Dak{)ta, and Minnesota a ce-rtified copy of this preamble and 
resoluti-on. ' ' 

.A'CB'GTIX, l\111., July Sf), 1919. 
1 desire to call your attention, Mr. President, to another 

phase of the Federal Tl'ade . Commission's report. That is the 
retail business. Yesterday 1\lr. Emanuel Wasserman, of Louis To the lion. BERT M. FEnKALD, Washington, D. a.: 
,Wasserman .& Sons, retailers and jobbers <>f fresh and smoked We, the undersigned slaughterers and meat packers of Lewiston and 
meats, of Norfolk, Va., gave testimony before the Senate com- Auburn, desire to put ourselves {)n reaord with you as being strongly 
'mittee against the Kenyon bill. Here is a portion of his tes- opposed to tbe enactment of such legislation us is proposed in the 
timonr. 1\lr. 'Vasserman said: Kenyon bill (S. 2202), the Kendrick bill (S. 2199), or bills similar 

J thereto. 
M;r firm is 47 years old. We handled fresh meats before the pac:liers This is by far tbe largest slaughtering and packing center in the 

·came into Norfolk and since the packers came into Norfolk. .And I State of Maine. We handle Maine li>e stock practically exclusively 
;want to say that 1 have personally had 26 years of experience, and We sell our meat food products almost wholly to the State or Main~ 
all of the dealings I have ever had with the paokers themselves they consumers. Our several bUBinesses are soleiy owned by ourselves · 
!hnve been absolutel_y fair and square, and :r have prospered since I have hence are absolutely independent of any of the larger interests in th~ 
'dealt with them. same line of business. Yet we honestly believe that such legislation 

1\ ·rr·. W"'"'serman t"'ld the co:mmr"ttee that before the n-on'lrers ·as is above referred to is extr.emc-ly prejudicial to the be.st interests of 
J.ll '"" .v J:J~ Maine live-stock producers, Maine consum.ers, and ourselves. Therefore 

.went to Norfolk the bu_tchers got their cattle the best way they we hereby and over our signatures hereto most seriously and earnestly 
rcould ·, that the meats were inferior m qu-ality ·, but sin~ the Implore you to do everything possible to prevent the passage of such 
r bills as are hereinbefore men·tioned. 
~packers went to Norfolk he said that u meat was delivered to very sincerely, yours, 
lus in better .condition; the quality was much better than we E. w. PEr-.'LEY. 

~could get around home in the country." ~ni· ~~~~ c~AcKING c 
Chairman GRONNA asked the witness this question: 1\lARTIN HAAs. o. 
Your experience with the packers, then, leads you to belie:ve that the L rJ.'TLEFIELD & SoNs Co. 

jpackers are not taking undue advantage of th-eir customers or ot the We have testimony from u milk man ufacturer, -and also from 
;pu~~?WASSERMAN. I have had no trouble in any shape or form. I a retailer, denying ill each case that the packers are unfair iii 
fhave always been able to buy from them. I have bought also trom competition .. 

~
dependent concerns, but I .have \lsua:lly been able to do better buying Some time ago the Chamber of Co.IIlllrerce of the United States 
om the packers. There are two independent ,concerns in Baltimm-e , ap~.:~t.nd a co~~a~ee -of nine J.eadin!! _,..;tizens -nrithout -nolitical. 

hat I deal with, and very often I can :buy a great deal cheaper right yv".LU "" .IJ.Lllll..U, ~ ....... n .t!' 

t home from the packers, and sa:v-e their freight .charge, than I can industrial, or personal bias, who followed closely the Federal 
om these -independent people. . ·Tra.de Commission's work for three years . It presented its lind-
So, 1\Ir. President, here we llaYe testimony fro.m · the in.depend- . ings a few months ago with annotated eYidence from i:be com-

ent. packers, who arc twosp<:>r-ing, expanding, defending the. mission's own formal statement. The r eport of tllis C'nmmittee 

• 
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of nine citizens is set forth in seven specific specifications and 
printed in The Nation's Business, the official magazine of the 
chamber of commerce. These specifications are as follows: 

First. The commission has undertaken the exercise of func
tion beyond its own jurisdiction to the detriment of its proper 
usefulness. · 

Second. The commission has begun the study of important 
situations, but because of vacillating interests or for other rea
sons not apparent has left its work incomplete. 

Third. The commission's pi·ocedure, originally orderly and 
appropriate, has changed without public notice or notice to 
Congress. 

Fourth. The commission l1as abused its powers of publicity. 
. Fifth. Prominent features of the commission's recent food 
investigations were subversive of common .justice. 

Sixth. In presenting information to Congress and the public 
the commission has been heedless of the accuracy and frank
ness which its position and the circumstances required. 

Seventh. The commission has departed from the fundamental 
purpose for which it was established. 

With reference to specification 5, which has to do with the 
Federal Trade Commission's investigation of the packers, I 
want to submit as a part of my remarks the full report made 
by the committee f-rom the Chamber of Commerce : 
PROlllXEXT FEATURES OF THE COMMISSION'S RECEXT FOOD IXVESTIGA

TION WEllE SUBVERSIVE OF COMMON JUSTICE. 

On February 7, 1917, the President informed the commission it was 
" of the highest public concern to ascertain the truth or falsity " of 
allegations that "the course of trade in important food products is 
not free, but is restricted and controlled by artificial means," and 
directed the commission to investigate. Hiring a special counsel at 
a rate of $30,000 a year and expenses, although it bad stated to a com
mittee of Congress the salary would be at the rate of $5,000, it pro
ceeded not in the spirit of the President's letter but with the appar~t 
purpose of creating in advance a public impression that the allegations 
were true. It selected documents already in its possession and bad 
them presented to it at public sessions by its special counsel, refusing 
to permit concerns that were mentioned in the documents to offer any 
testimony or produce other documents. It held public sessions at 
Boston, Philadelphia, St. Paul, and other cities, examined witnesses 
of its own choosing, and prevented cross-examination by the concerns 
at which it was made clear the proceedings were directed. At each city 
the special counsel or other members of the staff let it be known that 
the Government contemplated taking over and operating the industry. 
This stt·ange spectacle ended at Chicago in February, 1918, wh~ 
application was made on behalf of the commission for a search warrant 
under a section of the espionage act, and the circuit court of appeals 
quashed the warrant. The resu1t of the commissi()n's course was not 
to give information to the publ!c, but to place the commission in the 
position of seeking to create prejudice which WQuld support an ap
parently preconceived purpose to inaugurate Go-vet·nment operation of 
the- business. In othf.'r words. before completing the in>estigation 
which the President directed, the commission appeared in the guise 
of attempting to force adoption of a legislative policy in a matter as 
to which it bad not reported the fact. . Another result was to prevent 
such a determination as the President requested and which be declared 
wal' of the highest public concern. 

The seriousness of the consequences of the commission's course is 
apparent fr-om the circumstance that the commission's representative 
took oath that crimes bad been committed. It there was crime on the 
part of any person, the public welfare demanus its immediate prosecu
tion by the properly constituted authorities. It equally demands that 
th<> commission. which has no criminal jurisdiction, should sedulously 
refrain from alleging the perpetration of felonies which have not been 
proved in accordance with established legal procedure. 

Although the commission stated in February, 1917, that its report 
of this investigation would be completed and published within eight 
months, and the services of its special counsel terminated on March 
31 1918, so much as a summary of a report regarding meat-packing, 
which the commission said would be the first food industry it would 
investi..,.ate. was not published until August 8 of this :vear. This sum
mary of 47 pages the commission states is to be followed by seven 
reports in support of its conclusions and recommendations. In other 
words the commission follows a method of publicity which causes its 
alJeaations to obtain wide circulation without opportunity for the 
public to lmow the grounds on which these allegations are made. 
neaardin"' the facts of the industr:v in question this committee, of 
cot~rse, is" without inform_ation. It is ln !JO. sense in a "Position to express 
an opinion as to the ments of tile commiSSIOn's charaes. 

So here ''"e have the judgment of a committee of the largest 
bu ine s organizations in the United States upon the character 
and efficiency of the Federal Trade Commission. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to the personnel of 
the Federal Trade Commission. As I said a few moments ago. 
the commission was established with the idea of assisting the 
bi:Isine s interests of our country. But who compose the presenn 
commission? Is there a business man of recognized standing 
on it? I do not want to appear to discredit the Interstate Com
merce Commission, for it has been helpful and has rendered ex
cellent ser-vice in some instances. But have you ever stopped to 
think of the class of men who have controlled th~ policy of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission? In all these years of its 
existence it has been controlled mostly by lawyers, men of one 
profession. Very seldom has there· been on the commission a 
business man, a manufacturer, a farmer, a ~hi.:9per, or a rail
road man trained in the business, except one. I believe there is 
one railroad man on the commission now, namely, l\Ir. Clark, 
who makes a good commissioner. Outside of l\fr. Clark U1e pres-

ent commission is made up of lawyers and teachers. If we are 
going to have a commission of this sort, I submit it is only fair 
to business that men who have some knowledge of the things 
with which these commissions deal should be represented on the 
commission. 1\fany times the· Interstate Commerce Commission 
has harassed and interfered with railroad management and 
development. This has been shown, I think, to the satisfaction 
of everyone since the war and after Government operation of 
the railroads. 

And now. l\1r. President, I come to the important question be
fore the Senate, the Kenyon. Kendrick, an<l l\loses bills, which I 
desire briefly to discuss. . 

First of all, and I think the most important feature of the. e 
bills, is the licensing provision. All packing companies, stock
yard companies, commission firms, an<l dealers in poultry and 
dairy products must take out a license :md submit to regulations 
by the Secretary of Agriculture through a commissioner of 
foodstuffs. The Kenyon bill also includes those companies that 
gather market information and publish price quotations. 

l\lr. 'VADSWORTH. Would the Senntor bB willin!! to inte>r
pret that last sentence? 

l\lr. FERNALD. I am ju t corning to what the Senator has 
in mind, I think. 

l\Ir. 'V ADS WORTH. Does it include every publication in the 
United States? 

l\lr. FERNALD. I so understand. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Practically e-rery newspaper prints mar

ket reports. 
l\Ir. FERNALD. I think so. 
l\lr. WADS WORTH. Then, all must take out Government 

licenses? 
l\lr. FERNALD. I think so. 
l\fr. KENYO r. l\1r. President, the Senator from l\laine asked 

not to be interrupted, but I feel that the statement made by the 
Senator from New York should not go unchallenged. The bill 
does nothing of the kind. The 'vords used in the bill are "in 
connections with the stockyards." and such papers are the only 
ones to be affected. 

l\fr. FERNALD. But reports in the newspapers woul<l be in 
connection with the stockyards. 

Mr. KEN_YON. Certainly not. The language relates to stock
yard papers and stock-yard reports that are issued. There is no 
attempt, of course, to regulate what should be published in the 
newspapers, and the language can not be distorted to mean any 
such thing. 

Mr. FERNALD. I think there might be some question as to 
the interpretation of the language. 

Mr. KENYON. If there is, I will say very frankly there is 
no such intention; hut, of coUl·se, I realize that those who are 
opposing the legislation can draw any kind of inference from tllC' 
language that suits their biased minds. 

l\lr. FERNALD. I think the Senator knows that I woultl not 
undertake to be unfair in the matter. 

l\1r. KENYON. I understand that, and that is why I think the 
Senator has not sufficiently studied that pro-rision of the bill. 

l\Ir. FERN_U.D. 1;'he Kenyon bill also makes an exception or 
concerns engaged in the manufacture and preparation of poultry 
and dairy products ·who cro a business of less than $500,000 a 
year. 

The license-provision gives the Secretary of Agriculture power 
to su pend or revoke licenses. The Kenyon bill provides for the 
appointment of a receiver to run a business, or to close up its 
affairs in the case of revocation. 

The Kenyon bill specifically gives the Secretary of Agriculture 
power to decide -n·hat products in ad<lition to meats the packers 
may or may not handle. 

These bills provide that the packers must get ri<l of their in
terest in stockyards. 

The railroads must pro-ride refrigerAtor cars, thus depriv
ing the packers of their present equipment. 

l\1r. President. this proposed legislation opens up the whole 
question of Government regulation of private business. It is 
the opening wedge for the regulation and licensing of every 
business in this country. If the Federal Trade Commission has 
been quoted correctly. it plans to recommend and try to en
force a licensing system on all corporations. In the Washington 
Post of Friday, August 1, there appeared a news story, from 
which I take the following: 

As a remedy the Federal Trade Commission generally is understood 
to favor a licensing system for a corporation doing an interstate busi
ness, the system to be applied first in those cases wh&re the mulctillg 
of the public has been most flagrant. 

So here we have a Government body which is supposed to be 
helpful to business committed to a licensing system. This is 
socialistic. It is on-American, and means a blow to .American 
initiative and to American genius. 
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I am OlJl)Osell to thls whole proposition; and there is no more 
reason, except for prejudice and misunderstanding, why the 
packing inuustry should be singled out for such legislation than 
the oil business, or the steel business, or any other interstate 
business. Once this principle is established with the packing 
industry and with butter and egg dealers, as provided in this 
bill, there is no reason at all why the same principle should not 
be extended so as to take in wholesale grocers and othE-r 
classes of dealers. Because if it fs big business and develop
ment that is to be under control of the Government certainly 
the wholesale grocers, some of whom have as many as four hun
dred retail stores under their control and continuously growing, 
would fall under the class of big business which needs to be 
told what it sl:(oulcl do. But I nm irrevocably opposed to the 
principle for any business. 

Government interference will undoubtedly reduce the efficiency 
of tlle present organization of the packers, and thereby increase 
their expenses, and make them less able to take care of their 
business at the lowest possible operating cost and at the narrow-
est possible margin of profit. . 

The packing business is really a delicate mec-hanism. Expert 
skill and judgment are necessary at every step, from the pur
chase of live animals in the stockyard to the delivery of meat in 
prime condition to retailers hundreds of miles away. Even 
with the most expert skill available, and with constant atten
tion to details, the whole complex process is accomplished at 
only a fraction of a cent n pound for products sold. The least 
derangement of this machinery on the part of inexperienced 
Government officials, whose appointment probably would be the 
result of political consideration, would without question have 
a serious effect not only on the packers themselves but on 
producers of live stock and consumers of meat. 

The supply of live stock at the large markets varies from 
day to day and week to week, and can not be controlled by 
anyone, while in other lines of business most manufacturers 
can order such quantities of raw materials as they desire and 
have them delivered at convenient dates. But this is im
possible in the packing industry, as live stock comes to market 
in a constant but unsteady stream. Manufacturers in other 
lines are in position to set a price for their products, and also 
regulate the purchase of material and the output of goods in 
accordance with the quantity that can be sold at the set price. 
But the packer is unable to control the demand for meats 
or the supply of live stock ; nor has he anything to say about 
the production of live stock. Another point I wish to make is 
that the products of most all of the manufacturers are non
perishable and can be held over for an indefinite period. But 
the packer not only deals with live animals, but his manu
factured products are very perishable, and he is compelled to 
sell the meat before it deteriorates, regardless of price. So he 
has two sets of fluctuating prices to contend with, those of 
live stock nnd those of dressed meat. One of the packer's 
most serious problems is to know market conditions so thor
oughly that he can buy live stock and sell meats a week or two 
later in such a way as to average his quarter of a cent net 
profit, notwithstanding the fluctuations in prices of both factors. 

Another thing, price fluctuations represent a high degree of 
competition. Take, for example, the markets for other com
modities. \\·here competition is continuous and severe, as in an 
organized wheat market, the price oscillates continuously, but 
only an eighth of a cent at a time. In the potato market, 
which is not so highly organized and where competition is not 
so keen, the price remains about the same for aays at a time, 
and jumps or falls a few cents a bushel. Steel rails, as you 
ull remember, remained for years at $28 a ton. As a general 
rule, therefore, the less severe the competition the less frequent 
the fluctuation in price. 

llecent experience with the railroads ought to be a sufficient 
object lesson to keep the Government from trying to interfere 
with the packing business. The r.ai1roncl business is performed 
practically on constant rates. No bargaining ability and no ex
pert judgment of day-to-day commercial conditions is necessary. 
The packing business deals with highly perishable products that 
fluctuate in value from day to day, and in which the purchase 
and sale require the highest degree of business sense and 

, judgment. Interference with such a splendid machine would 
be much more disastrous than similar interference with the 
railroads. 

The powers of control given unaer the license provision are 
too sweeping and too vague. Licensees are prohibited from 
doing certain specific things, such as to engage in unfair or 
discriminatory practices, or to sell to each other with a pur
pose of influencing prices, or to participate in the purchase or 
sale of commodities so as to substantially lessen competition, 
or to conspire or to ·combine or ngrce in nny other way to 

suppress competition. The Secretary of Agriculture is given 
power to make such rules and regulations as may be necessary 
to carry out the purposes of this act, and there is grave 
danger , l\!r. President, because of the vague character of the 
bill, that the Secretary of Agriculture may be able to say 
when and in what quantity the packers shall buy live stock, 
how long they may hold goods before offered for sale, etc. The 
bill gives specific power to control prices of poultry and various 
products, and there is a question whether this power may not 
even be exercised in regard to meat products. 

Mr. President, to give an official of the Government any ::sucll 
powers over private business, and especially to have the bill so 
worded that it is impossible to tell how far such an official may 
go, is unthinkable in this country. 

Power to suspend or revoke a license is in itself too drastic, 
and even the right of appeal to the courts is restricted. The 
power to . suspend or revoke a license might 'vell be used as 
a club to force licensees to submit to unfair and discriminatory 
regulations. The Kenyon bill says that the circuit court of ap
peals may not modify or set aside an order of the Secretary of 
Agriculture to suspend or r evoke a license unless it can be shown 
that the order was unsupported by evidence, or was issued with
out due notice a.nd reasonable opportunity to the licensee for a 
hearing, or infringes the Constitution, or is beyond the jurisdic
tion of the Secretary of Agriculture. In other words, right of 
appeal is so restri~ted that the circuit court of appeals is re
strained from viewing the facts in the case if it can be shmm 
that the Secretary of Agriculture gave a fair hearing and col
lected evidence. The appeal to the Supreme Court can- be made 
only on a writ of certiorari, which the Supreme Court can grant 
or not, as it sees fit. 

Senators, I submit this proposed legislation is unnecessary, 
There are ample laws on our statute books already to prevent 
any combination in restraint of trade and any unfair methods. 
But is there any combination or monopoly among the packers 'i 
Each of these Big Five packers affirmed before the Senate com
mittee last winter that there was no form of agreement with 
other packers or among themselves to affect the priCe of liw 
stock or meats. The Federal Trade Commission failed to get 
any evidence of combination in its report. It is only by unfair 
methods, by misinterpretation and misstatement of facts, that 
it is able to come to the conclusion that there is combination in 
restraint of trade. 

There is proof in plenty of actual competition, as shown by 
the evidence submitted at the hearings last winter. The liYe 
stock is bought in the open market, where there are hundred!: 
of buyers representing big and little packers, butchers. feeders , 
and speculators. The shipment of live stock from one market to 
another by speculators, thus keeping the markets in line with 
each other and making it impossible to manipulate the price, 
even if an attempt were made to do so; the fact that pa<:kers' 
profits are so small and vary from week to week, often becoming 
losses; the fact that fresh meat is perishable and bas to be 
sold within a few days for what it will bring; the fact that t he 
different packers have branch houses in the same city and solicit 
trade from the retailers; the fact that retail butchers shop 
around from the branch house of . one packer to the bra nch 
house of the other, finding differences in prices and buying where 
prices are most favorable--these and many other things ar~ un~ 
mistakable proofs of competition to the man ~ho actually gets 
out in the market and who studies conditions first hand. 

If there is any unfair competition or monopoly or any prao• 
tices in trading that are not on the square, the Clayton aniitrus~ 
law and the Federal Trad€ Commission law give ample power 
to suppress such illegal operations. It is significant, 1\fr. Presi· 
dent, that the Fedetal Trade Commission has discovered no 
such practices, in spite of its combing of the country for preju· 
diced witnesses and dissatisfied competitors and customers 
of the packing indush•y. 

Another complaint against the packers is made by the whole
sale grocers. Let me say that there are more wholesale grocers 
in the country who are doing a packing business than there are 
packers who are in the grocery business. I am quite as well 
acqua inted with the wholesale grocers of the country as I am 
with the packers. They are my customers and friends, and if I 
had any prejudice at all it would naturally be in their favor. 
They complain that the packers have gone far afield in the han
dling of other perishable products and products handled by the 
grocers themselves. This, I believe, is entirely unfounded. 

I believe that by selling other products the packers have been 
a real benefit to the country. I believe that their reason for 
handling the other products is sound. I understand, however, 
that they handle such small quantities of these products that 
there is no ground for the complaint that they are getting con
trol _of the food supply of the Nation. The s:::une argument made 

. 
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by the wholesale grocers could be used against them for han
dling <drugs, ha:rdwat'e, automobile supplies, and many other · 
g-oods entirely out of their line: 

The packers explain that they have engaged in the produce 
business for the reason that they can utilize their magnificent 
selling organization, including refrigerator cars, branch houses, 
and salesmen, to better ad.\.antage, thereby decreasing unit sell
ing costs both for meat, poultry, eggs, and butter. This argu
ment sounds plausible, and I can not see why it llas not been 
a good thing for the country. 

Mr. President, to me it is unthinkable that Oongre s should 
give the .Government power to say what products a concern 
may m· may not handle. If this principle is established for the 
packers, it might as well be established for a man-order busi
ness or a department store, which handles neady eYerything. 
Are "\Ye going to put a limit in this country upon a man's en
deaYor? Are we going to say to the manufacturer. or the mer
chant, or the banker, or to any other kind of business in this 
country, "You can only do so much buffiness; you may engage 
in only certain kinds of business ; and when you hRn:! accom
plished certain things you must stop u! That, Mr. President, 
is what this proposed legislation will bring about. 

These bills before the 'Senate would take away from the pack- · 
ers their refrigerator cars, which would mean poorer service 
and higher 'COSts. The very reason packers own their refrigera
tor cars is because the railroads refused to furnish this equip- 1 

ment. If they .ha.d not built their own cars they would not have 
been able rto develop their .own ·business, and neither would the 
cotmtry at large baYe been served so well with fresh meat and 
other foods. Through long years .of experience they have de
Yeloped a transportation department that routes the -cars and 
watches their movements, sees that they lose no time in transit, 
and keeps them dean and properly repaired. As a result the 
packers' ears eo\er more miles in a year than any other oela....~ 
of freight cars. 

The trnterstate Commeree Commission made an -exhfill tiv-e 
study of p.rivate car lines, and in its report of .July 31, 1918, ca.rn-e 
to the following con.clnsion, w11ich seems to bear out the pack
er·' argmnent--

J.ir. GRONN.A .. Mr. President--
The PRESIDIN"G OFFICER (Mr. 1\!cN.A.BY in the chair)~ 

Does the 'Senator from Afrune yi-eld to the Senator from Nm.·tb. 
Dakota? 

Mr. FERNALD. I do. 
1.\Ir. GRONNA. I 'do not w.ant to interrupt the Senator, but 

in connection with the packing business I think it is necessary 
to discuss not only the meat !Products but all the by-products. 
I am just saying this to get the Senator's view. It is ch-arged, 
of course, that the -packers handle some '562 other products be
sides meat. It is also charged that the packers control certain 
by-products, such as .hides, .for instance. I think the Federal 
Trade Commission .has submitted a report which :shows that the 
Big Five pack-ers really oontrol the hide industry. I am simply 
stating that the report show.s that. l think the last report 
made by the Federal Trade Commission-whien I bad not read 
and did not know what it contained until the Senator from 
Iowa [1\11:. KENYON] called my .attention to it to-day-shows 
that these .Big Five packers really control the meat industry in 
a large percentage-between 70 and 80 per cent. 

Mr. FERNALD. Excuse me; 1 think the Senator was out 
when I took up that matter. r showed just what per .cent they 
did controL I think the Senator from North Dakota was ab
sent at the time. 

1\f.r. GRONNA. I am just coming to that. I heard the Sena
tor's statement. I had an idea that they controlled only 40 
per cent, but I think the 40 per cent has 1·eference to .all the 

.meat-meat slaughtered on farms and in local butcher shops, 
and all that. 

1.\Ir. FERNALD. The inspected meat. 
Mr. GRONNA. That is the question I should like to ask the 

Senat or. 
l\1r. KENYON. Mr. President, there has been a good -deal of 

confusion about that. Is not this the situation: As to tlie meat 
·that goes into commerce, they control about 73 per cent and a 
'rractlon. Taking all the meat in the country, killed on the 
'farm, in local butcher shops, and so forth, the fi.gures are those 
that the Senator gave-some forty-odd per cent. I think that is 
the difference. 

Mr. GROJ:'I.i""NA. That may be. 
l\Ir. FERNALD. I should like to finish the diseussion -of this 

car business, if the Senator will permit me. 
l\1r. GRONNA. There wa ju t one other question, if the 

Senator will yield furth€r. I was \ery mueh confnsed about 
two t hings. 

:Mr. FERNALD. I should like to ans'ller the question which 
the Senator has just sug-gested in regard to the contt·ol of the 
grocery business. 

1\fr. GRONNA. Yes. 
1\!r. FERNALD. I assume that the complaint of the whole

sale groce-rs, if they have any complaint, is for the reason that 
the packers are underselling them. Certainly if the packers 
:asked more for their goods than the wholesale grocers, they 
\'\"Ould not have any serious competition. The "ery thing we 
are trying to -do by tl1is proposed le O'i lation, as I understand, 
is to lower the high cost of liYing. If that can be done with
out the middlemen that we hear so much about, and if it is 
true that the packer can i)roduce his goods and deliver them 
to the consumer at a lower price than the wholesale grocer, 
I · can not see why the Congress of the United States or the 
consumers should find any fan1t 'nth the packers. I think thnt 
answers that que tion. 

Mr. GRO:NNA. That partly answers it; but I think the whoie
-sale grocers also charge discrimination. The- big packers, of 
course, have refrigerator cars. They get out \'rhat they call 
the e peddler cars. 

Mr. FERNALD. They ha'e their cars l>ecau e that is the 
only way in which they can ship their goods. The railroad 
companies failed to furnish car and in order that they might 
ha. ve them they had to build them themselves. 

Mr. GRONNA. I am \ery sor ry that I am ta.ki.no- up so much 
of the time of the Senator, !Jot there is another question I 
should like to ask. -

1\fr. FERNALD. Go on, Senator; I yield. 
J'Jr. GRONNA. In fact, I did not quite complete the fir~;t 

question. The large packers and the small puckers all -agree 
that they made more p.r.ofit during the control by the Federal 
Government than they had e\er made. 

Mr. FERNALD. Does not that apply to everybody7 
Mr. GRONNA. I ask tile q·ue tion then, " Why do you oppose 

Goy-ernment control?" 
M.r. FERNALD. For the same reason that the Senator would 

not like to have this Government control the wheat situation. 
.Mr. GRO~'NA. I was about to state that that question w·as 

answered in a way that satisfied me that it wn · b cause of 
the fear which the business entertained. 

Mr. FERNALD. Exactly. 
Mr. GRO~'NA. But th-ere is another que tion lvhlch I think 

is fundamental, and that is this: "We say that the Big FlYe 
packers have reached the ~·ery apex of efficiency, but in the 
face of that it is admitted by the small pnckers that the Big Fiv 
-are not dl'iving them out of business. They are permitted to 
make n()t only reasonable but large profits. . That is a matter, 
I think~ which has never been explain-ed. I know the Senator 
is well informed, and I wish he would explain it. 

Mr. FERNALD. I think that the small packer, the man who 
can efficiently and economically manage his own business a 
little better than another man, will always succeed. We have 
near by this city, in Baltimore, some of the most enterprising 
pacldng concerns in this country, all of them prosperous. There 
is always a great demand f.or foodstuffs; and the packing bu i
ness is a little different from anything el e, because the popula
tion of the country is continually increasing and making a de
mand for the packers' products , .and I am frank to say that in 
the past few years there has not been enough encour<tgement to 
the packers so that there ha\e been many new establishments. 
As I said a little while ago, we ought to have building in this 
country to-day more than 100 large canneries, and yet there have 
been very few built in the last five years. 

Now, I am on this private-car busines , Senator. 
This is from the report of the Interstate Commerce Commis

sion and is found on page 763 of their report : 
The system of the use and supply of private cars that now exists 

can not be at once and radically chang-ed without serious consequences 
to shipp~rs, carriers, and the public. 

On page 683 the Interstate Commerce Commission says: 
As a rule, earriers have never furnished these cars, and it has come 

to be mutually understood that they shouJd not do so. .The oil refiner 
and meat packer demand an adequate supply of cars at all times. It is 
conceded by shippers that neither a.n adequate supt>iY nor an efficient 
distributi<m can be afforded by carriers. Tho reqmrements have been 
that there shall be the most efficient use of tank and refrigerator cars, 
which has been one of the results of privn te ownership. While this 
.has undoubtedly 'been of benefit to cnrriers., it has been of incalculable 
benefit to shippers as well. 

Again on page 691 the Intersta te Commerce Commission a lso 
reports; 

These great shippers of perish a ble articles have been used to the 
fullest extent of thell' splendidly ell'ecti>e organizations to secure prompt 
service fo:r their cars u ed in shipments of their products. . 

There are too few meat refrigerator car · now in the United 
States, and it is only "\Yitb tlle most careful following up of 
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their cars that the packers make them ·serve their purpose. If 
the raih·oads were required to furnish all the cars it would be 
necessary to haYe many more cars than are now in operation, 
because the railroads could not handle them as efficiently and 
expeditiously as do the transportation departments of the 
packers. · It wouhl also be a tremendous expense to the rail
roads, who ha-re already been starved by Government restric
tions for t11e past 10 years, and who are not in a position to 
undertake this additional expense. Nothing could be gained by 
taking the refrigerator cars away from the packers and extend
ing their use. The reason that the proponents of this legisla
tion want the cars taken from the packers is that they feel that 
many smaller sllippers need more cars than they can get at 
present. If this is the case the logical remedy is to require the 
railroads to furnish enough cars to satisfy smaller shippers 
who can not afford to own them, rather than to cripple the 
service of the large packers and the country generally by doing 
away with the pre ent splendid organization. 

The proposed bills would force the packers to sell their inter
ests in stockyards on the theory that their ownership gives 
them power o-rer prices and also the control of the market. The 
packers, at the hearings before the Senate committee, vigorously 
denied this chai·ge, and declared that the markets are free and 
open to all buyers of li"ve stock, and that their ownership in the 
stockyards has no control ov_er prices or ·in tradillg whatsoever. 

The packers a sert that they became interested in the stock
yards principally to insure adequate facilities for taking care 
of live animals and for rendering proper service. If we al'e to 
believe these gentlemen, their ownership has nothing to do with 
the control over prices and if in other bands would probably 
mean poorer facilities and poorer service, and this would react 
to the detriment of the live-stock shippers as much, if not more, 
than to the packers. 

But I believe, in their testimony before the Senate committee, 
they declare they were willing to surrender their interests in 
the stockyards if they were compensated for their investments. 

So; Mr. President, I am unalterably opposed to these bills. I 
am not personally interested in any of the so-called big packers. 
I do not know a single one of them. But I am greatly interested 
in and deeply concerned about the success and welfare of Ameri
can business men. I am a business man myself, and I know how 
the business men of the country feel about this sort of legisla
tion. 

Mr. President, I wonder sometimes '-vhere we are drifting. 
We are living in an uncertain age. Conditions have changed. 
The World War has turned tllings upside down. Some good
meaning gentlemen would steer our good old ship out into new 
channels and run us into new harbors--or maybe upon the rocks. 
I sometimes think our whole civilization is in danger, a civiliza
tion that has required ages to build and at a great sacrifice. 
In these days of uncertainty and unrest we hear new and 
strange voices-voices which speak · a language foreign to 
American traditions and American teachings. If there ever 
was a time in the history of this Republic when we should stand 
firmly and squarely upon our feet, that time is now. Let us 
not be led away into new fields and untrodden paths, but let 
us hold fast to those things that have made us the great Nation 
we are to-day. Let business alone. Why heckle and harass it? 
History will sho,v, Mr. President, that in all past trials of this 
country our business men have stood like a rock for their coun
try. It has been so in the past, and I venture to say that the 
business men of to-day will be the last to embrace these strange 
theories of government that we bear discussed. The American 
business man is the bulwark of our institutions, and if this 
country escapes the hysteria, the new innovations, that some 
w<:,~ld throw upon us, it will be through the calm common sense 
of the American business man. If the torch of commerce is to 
l>e lighted again in this country of ours and to shine on as in 
the past, the guiding light of the nations of the world, it is the 
hand of the American business man that must hold it aloft. 

So, Mr. President, in behalf of the business men of this coun
try, in behalf of those who have had as much to do in making 
our country great as any other class of citizens, I want to pro
test here and now against this proposed legislation. It is filled 
with danger to our institutions and our system of government. 
It is socialistic, it is un-American, and should be defeated. 

The stifling, throttling legislation which has been applied to 
the railroads has stamped out all the initiative. and ambition of 
railroad men. But if we again enact laws 'of reasonable fair
ness and justice to the railroad systems of the country there 
will be new development and greater progress, and we shall 
achieve a transportation system adequate to mobilize the eco
nomic resources of our Nation in a manner to excite the ad
miration and the ·wonder of mankind. 

And in similar manner, if those inen who are constantly point
ing to the owners of the big business enterp1·ises aud criticizing 
oftentimes the men and motives rather than the methods will 
desist from attempting to dictate to the big industries of the 
country, again the opportunity will present itself to our young 
business men of ambition and initiative and genius. Remove 
the shackles that some men are attempting to place upon the 
business interests of this country. Give them a fair field. Open 
the avenues of commerce, stimulate trade. Let each in his way 
work out the great industrial problems before us. • 

Then will follow, in my judgment, a peace and prosperity to 
our Government such as the world has never known: And in
stead of attempting to make big business little. let ns all pull 
together to make little business big. Where industry creates 
and justice protects, prosperity dwells. 

HIGH COST OF LIVING. 

l\lr. McKELLAR. 1\ir. President, a few days ago the Senator 
from l\1issouri [Mr. REED] introduced some figures on the ques
tion of the high cost of living. In reply thereto I wish to intro
duce a statement of the Bureau of Markets, Department of 
Agriculture. I ask unanimous consent that it may be inserted 
in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 
UXITED STATES DEP.A.RTMEXT OF AGRICULTURE, 

BUREAU OF MARKETS, 
WASHINGTOX, D. C., August 18, 19D. 

Storage repo1·t tor Aug. 1, 1919. 

Reported for Aug.1, Estimated bold-
ings-storages 1919. not reporting. Total 

Commodity. holdings 
Aug.1, 

Stor- Stor- 1919. 

ages. Quantity. ages. Quantity. 

Butter: 
Creamery ......... .. .... . 334 122,771,843 22 2,067,949 124,839,792 
Packing stock ...... . ..... 133 2,925,189 4 7, 786 2, 932,975 

Cheese: 
American ................ 420 61,998,676 29 4.81,486 62,48:>, 162 
Swiss, mcluding block ... 109 2,008,262 4 2,309 2,010,571 
Brick and Munster ....... 152 816,852 10 20,766 837,618 
Limburger .......•....•.. 106 828,268 9 4,231 832,499 
Cottage, pot and bakers'. 74 6,863,122 1 2,670 6,865, 792 
Cream and Neufchatel. .. 28 249,614 1 59,604 309,218 
All other ................. 78 3,470, 706 3 19,053 3,489, 759 

Eggs: 
Case ............. ... .. .... 392 7, 784,452 28 68,836 7,853,288 
Frozen ................... 191 18,919,788 6 26,919 19,006, 7fYl 

Frozen P,Oultry: 
Broilers .................. 178 6,fY73,802 6 85,352 6, 159,154 
Roasters ................. 171 7,234, 762 4 15,757 7,250, 519 
Fowls .................. -. 188 7,089,488 8 347,590 7,437,fY78 

~w:neotiS:::::::::::: 192 4,349,343 6 44,003 4,393,34U 
236 15,333,541 11 101,764 15,435,305 

Meat products: 
Frozen beef. ............. 324 158,967,326 16 721,099 159,688,425 

~~~:fa~~· aiici iiitition: 
327 132,310, 040 14 2,385,54.8 134, 695, 588 
~ 7,157,205 11 144,115 7,301,320 

Cured beef ............... 330 30,343,883 17 577,330 30,921,213 
Dry salt pork ••••.•...•.. 447 363, 761, 024 21 2,366,483 366,127,fiJ7 
Pickled pork ............. 515 376,490,421 21 5,953,221 382, 443, 642 
Lard ....... .......... .... 553 96,719,266 26 2,195,827 98,915,093 
Miscellaneous meats •..... 368 81,100,842 50 4, 795,767 85,896,609 

Comparison of holdings of Aug. 1, 1919, with those of othe1· months. 
(ffoldings include estimates or stocks or storages not reporting.) 

Increase or de- Increase or de-
Total crease, 1918-19. Total crease~~gJuly, 

holdings holdings 
Commodity. Aug. 1, July 1, 

1918. 1919. 
(pounds) Pounds. Per (pounds) Pounds . Per 

cent. cent. -
Butter: 

Creamery ....... 88,786,243 +35, 053,549 + 40.6 90,158,103 +34, 681,689 + 38.5 
Packing stock .. 5,631,900 - 2,698, 925 - 47.9 1,908,473 + 1,024, 502 + 53.7 

Cheese: 
American ... . .• . 42,456,557 +20,023, 605 + 47.2 37,501, 294 +24, 978,868 + 66.6 
Swis\ includ-

ing lock ..... 439,143 + 1,571,428 +357.8 1,002, 707 + 1,007,864 +Hl0.5 
Brick and 

Munster ....•. 530,927 + 306,691 + 57.8 879,735- 42,117- 4.8 
Limburger ..... 438,725 + 393,774 + 89.8 689,905 + 142,594 + 20.'/ 
Cottage, pot 

6,601,431 + and bakers' ... 2,402,068 + 4,463,724 +185.8 264,361 + 4.0 
Cream and 

+ 40.Q. Neufchatel ... 220,004 + 89,214 227,992 + 81,226 + 35.6 
All other .. .. . . . 3,957,148- 467,389 - 11.8 '·""·"r ll!S,313 + .., Eggs: 

. 0,523942 + 1,329,346 + 20.4 7,658,841 + 194,447 + 2.5 Case ...•........ 
Frozen ..... . ... 15,166,623 + 3,840,084 + 25. 3 16,471,920 + 2,534, 787 + 15.4 
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Comva1"ison of holdi11gs of Au.g. 1~ 1919, with t1wee of o.tlter montlls-Con. 

Total 
holdings 
.Aug. 1, 

1918. 
(pounds) 

Increase or de· 
crease, 1918-19. Total 

holdings 
July 1, 

1919 
(pounds). 

Increase or de
crease during July, 

1919. 
Commodity. 

Frojfr0~~~= .. ·-· 
Roasters ••.•.••• 
Fowls ......... . 
Turkeys ....... . 
Miscellaneous ••• 

Meat products: 

Pounds. 

' 1,598,847 + 4,560,307 
1,463,159 + 5, 787,360 
5, 783,261 + 1,653,817 
3,084,166 + 1,309,180 
6,414,822 + 9,020, 483 

Frozen beef.. ... 172,321,920-12,633,495 
Frozen pork .... 87,034,543 +47,661,045 
Frozen lamb 

and mutton_. 3,057, 493 + 4,243,627 
Cured booL .... 28,128,221 + 2.,792,992 
Drysaltpork.-.370,255,601- 4,128,094 
Pickled pork ... 366,177,387 +16,266,255 
Lard.-_ ........ 102,298,512- 3,383,419 
lliseellaneous 

meats ........ 77,591,505 + 8,305,104 

Per 
cent. Pounds. Per 

cent. 

+285-2 7,409,029- 1,249,875- 16.9 
+39.5- 5 10,293,711 - 3, 043, 192 - 29.6 + 28.6 9,571,682- 2,134,604- 22.3 
+42.4 5,378,00~- 984,752-18.3 
+140.6 16,559,020- 1, 123,715- 6.8 

- 7.3162,638,789- 2,950,364- 1.8 
+ 54.8155,263,362-20,567,774- 13.2 

+138.8 7,278,826 + 22,494. + 0.3 
+ 9.9229,244,319+ 1,676,894+ 5.7 

1.1381,736,178-15,608-,671- 4.1 
+ 4-.4 422,387,012-39,943,370- 9.5 

3.3 92,131,516 + 6,783,577 + 7.4 

+ 10.7 89,641,671 - 3, 745,062 - 4.2 

Stomoe holdings of Aug. 1, 1IJ1!J, segregated by sections. 

Commodity. 

Butter: 
Creamery ...... _ .............. 
Packing stock._.--·-- •.• -··· 

Cheese: 
American ............. - ....... 
Swiss, includ.inJ.t"block ........ 
Brick and Munster ......... -. 
Limburger ....... ---··-----· 
Cottage, pot and bakers'----· 
Cream and NeufchatEl •••••••. 
All other_ ••• ---.-·.- ........ 

Eggs: 
Case .......................... 
Frozen .......... _ .......... -· 

Frozen v.ou.Itry: 
Broilers .... ................ .. 
Roasters .••••.•• ·-·· ........ . 
Fowls .• _ ............ u···--·· 
~~rr:neous: :-::::::::::::::: 

Meat products: 
Frozen beef ... ..... ... . ....... 
Frozen pork ............... _ •. 
Frozen lamb and mutton .•••. 
Cured beef.. ......... -- ...... 
Dry salt pork ................. 
Pickled pork ................. 
Lard ......................... 
Miscellaneous meats •...•...•. 

Commodity. 

Butter: 
Creamery .............. : ...... 
Packing stock ...•.••••....... 

Cheese: 
American. .................... 
Swiss, including block . ...... . 
Brick and Munster .•......... 
Limburger ....... ............. 
Cottage, pot and bakers' •••••. 
Cream and Nenfchatel. ...•••. 
All other ........ : . .. --- ..•••• 

Eggs: 
Case ........ _ ............ ..... 
Frozen ....................... 

Frozen :P,Oultry: 
Broilers ....................... 
Roasters ........... -- .•. ·--- .. 
Fowls ...... .. ........... ..... 
Turkeys ...................... 
Miscellaneous ................. 

Meat products: 
Frozen beef ................... 

~~: ~~-aiiiiinlitiOn:~::: 
Cured beef.. ... ............... 
Dry salt pork. ................ 
Pickled pork ................. 
Lard ......................... 
Miscellaneous meats .. ........ 

I 

New Middle South 
England. Atlantic. Atlantic. 

23,923,975 42,673,554 1,951,362 
.. ... ......... ~ 242,003 294,679 

6,Cki7,166 22,488,265 2,979,077 
3,473 706,537 11,672 
1,164 103,248 1,210 .... iit:~r 163,386 · ... ioo;si9. 3,617,259 

128,326 933 
5,244 1,138,437 2r540 

797,510 2,383,613 126,329 
659,523 4,935,184 647,877 

570,734 1,549,349 92,558 
574,755 3,424,200 171,169 
769,741 1,917,153 296 695 
831,632 2,234,15.5 114:159 

1,131,064 6,855,421 71,566 

7,357,579 61,012.496 1,239,143 
22,492,251 1~. 511,432 2,125,058 
1,137,389 4,459,136 123,272 
2,035,451 11,375,709 570,0~ 

_14,262,441 2fl,233,821 6,254,881 
25,923,155 28,775,600 8,176,215 
8,409,861 8, 94.1, 909 1,649,532 
3,188,190 8,422,372 1,603,426 

North, Soutb, Western, central., central. north. west. 

9,726,m 
705,765 

1,843, 910 
240,527 

3,200,114 
301,44.6 

1,286,518 1,583,534 911,810 
25,941 7,158 18,243 
64,256 20,713 19,m 

~·~ 2,~ 57,493 
27:687 2,904 25,118 

205,271 63,429 28,916 

1,289,500 
3,319,947 

326,855 
368,782 

115,648 
2,033,055 

281,798 242,618 66,913 
479,027 38,864 86,244 
001,050 125,690 153,241 
159, 713" 125 856 17,307 

1,977,247 153:947 56,486 

8,453,567 3,071,624 730,816 
36,~,701 4,665,052 2,2;i9,810 

458,246 134,212 16,099 
3,181,971 565 329 189,433 

159,122, 2'16 9,295;516 1,001,546 
143,075,275 13,537,968 6,161,462 
24,878,301 1,920,517 1,199,533 
26,163,924 5,~9,357 436,884 

North ... 
central, 

cast. 

34, 20,067 
1,103,031 

22,323,780 
997,896 
512,482 
571,347 

2,5!12. 792 
22,663 

1,973,875 

2,380, 777 
6,486, 713 

2, 709,994 
2,368, 782 
2,866,646 

623,873 
4, 776,173 

74,362,894. 
39,712,125 

644, S84 
11,792,658 

144.,891,869 
142,783,504 
47,600,226 
32,812,095 

Western, 
south. 

4,632,641 
37,738 

4,368,526 
237,342 
93,&58 
63,406 
41,039 

...... 52;994 

364,220 
528,707 

559,838 
91,721 

269,272 
242,648 
311,637 

2, 739,207 
4,905,611 

183,867 
633,249 

2,698,674 
8,057,242 
2,U6,387 
2,814,594 

NOTE.-All commodities are given in terms of pounds except case eggs, which 
are given in terms of cases. 

Comparison. of Twldinga · of Atlg. 1, 1.918, u:it 1• those of Aug. 1, 191'1. 

Commodity. 

Butter: 
Creamery ......... . 
Packing stock •••••. 

Cheese: 
American ... -~-···· s wi s s, including 

Stor
ages. 

3!ll 
108 

444 

Aug. 1, Aug.1, 
1917 1918 

Increase or 
decrease 

(quantity). (q113Iltity). (quantity). 

79,203,492 
3,446, 703 

67,595,147 

81,384, 643 + 2,181,1.:>'""1 
5,409, 682 + 1, 962,979 

47, 752, 854 - 19, 842, 293 

Increase 
or de
crease 
(per 

cent). 

+ 2.8 
+57.0 

-29.4 

block.····------ ......................................................... . 
Brick and Munster ................ -· ................................... • • • .. • 
Limburger ••.......• _...... .. .................... -....... · · · · .. · .. · · • • · · · · · · • 
Cottage, pot, n.nd 

bakers' .......... _ .............. -~ · .................................... · · .. .. 
Cream and N eui-

chatel. .................................................................... . 
Allother .................................................................... . 

Eggs: 
Case ............... . 
Frozen ............ . 

Frozen v.outtry: 
Broilers ........... . 
Roasters .......... . 
Fowls ............. . 
Turkeys ........... . 
Miscellaneous •. . ... 

Meat products: · 
Frozen beef ....... . 
Frozen pork .••..•.. 
Frozen lamb and 

mutton ........ .. 
Cured beef. ...... .. 
Dry salt pork •...• . 
Pickled pork •...... 
Lard .............. . 
Miscellaneous meats 

447 
166 

142 
140 
153 
147 
1ST 

323 
313 

179 
330 
437 
523 
543 
137 

6,838,100 
15,384,461 

4,273,635 
6,110,333 
3,481,934 
4,on,952 
9,815,927 

108, 728, 886 
96,648,335 

3,912,194 
32,401,017 

231, 905, 289 
403, 704, 023 
112, 248,614 
16,172,614 

6,486,571 
13,458,420 

505 665 
~267 

2,092,300 
815,729 

2,439,804 

351,529 
1,926,041 

3,767,970 
5,649,066 
1,389,634 
3,262,223 
6,376,123 

1 2, 486, 446 + 73,757, 560 
102, 889, 405 + 6, 241, 070 

• 3, 728,697 
28,773,872 

364,349,447 
367,987,377 
98,745,935 
27,400,750 

183,497 
- 3,627,145 
+ 132, 444, 158 
- 35,716,646 
- 13, 502, 679 
+ 11, 228, 136 

- 5.1 
-12.5 

-88.2 
-92.5 
-39.!1 
-80.0 
-65.0 

+67.8 
+ 6.5 

-4.7 
-11.2 
+57.1 
-8. 
-12.0 
+69.4 

Compal'iso1~ of holdi1ZOB of Julv 1, 1!J18, 1citk those of Aug. 1, 1918. 

Commodity. 

Butter: 
Creamery ........ .. 
Packing stock ..... . 

Cheese: 

Stor
ages. 

396 
122 

Ju.ly 1, 1918 Aug. 1, 1918 
(quantity). (quantity). 

48.922,955 
4,699,120 

87,303,310 
6,626,287 

Increase or 
decrease 

(quantity). 

+38, 380, 355 
+ 1, 927,167 

Increase 
or de
crease 
(per 

cent). 

+78.5 
+41.0 

American.......... 468 32,449,731 50,771,440 +18,321,709 +56.5 
Swiss, inclruling 

block ........ ____ ......................................................... . 
Blick and Munster. •••.• _ .......... -- ................................. - ..... . 
Limberger ............................. • .................... .................. . 
Cottage, pot, and 

bakers'- ...................... ........ __ ................................. . 
Cream and Neu!-

cbateL .................................................................... . 
Allother .................................................................... . 

Eggs: 
Case ............... . 
Frozen ........... .. 

Frozen -r.owtry: 
Broilers ........... . 
Roasters .......... . 
Fowls ............. . 

~J~oous:::::: 
MeaM~~~r ....... . 

Frozen pork: ••••.•. 
Frozen lamb and 

456 
189 

183 
177 
200 
193 
229 

6,486,249 
12,575,215 

1,310,113 
2,313, 742 
4,251,035 
4,231, 769 
5,675,5.10 

349 168,976,288 
339 117,327,752 

6,5()-2,588 
H, 727,667 

1,564,438 
1, «9;221 
5, 785,774 
3,084, 071 
1!,958,274 

195,954,240 
107, 321, 039 

+ 16,339 
+ 2,152,452 

+ 254 325 
864:521 + 1, 534,730 

- 1,147,698 
+ 1,282, 764 

+2a,on,958 
-10, 006, 713 

+ .3 
+17.1 

+19.4 
-37.4 
+36.1 
-27.1 
+22.6 

+16.0 
-8.5 

mutton .. -...... 198 3,489,465 4,0S4,018 + 594,553 +17.0 
Cured beef......... 354 23,507,174 29,381, 024 + 5,873, 850 +25. o 
Drysal.tpork...... 461 394,269,402 367,733,275 -26,536,127 -6.7 
Pickled pork....... 540 376,411,618 373,357,401 - 3,054,217 - .a 
Lard............... 581 105,838,972 101,103,267 - 4,730,705 - 4.5 
Miscellaneous meats ....... .................................................. . 

Report of cold-sto1·age holdings of c11eese July 1, 1911J. 

R df J Estimated hold· R, d cporte or uly 1, in us storages not ~::porte for Jw1e 
1919. ";eported. 1, 1919. 

Yarictics. 

----------l--~-:_~_s:_1_P_o_un_d_,_s_. -!--~-!_~~-~- ~ Pounds. ~:~: Pounds. 

American ............... 435 36,~631 16 805,021 4.61 12,471,707 
Sw.iss, including block. .. ll6 - ,075 9 109,957 139 866,f82 
Brick and Munster ...... 161 772,701 ll 91,205 183 417,[.00 
I.i.mburger •.•••.......•. 110 605,797 10 .50,970 126 418, f61 

g=~w~~;l~~~~i::: 73 6,599,127 1 24,210 72 5,29!,229 
27 168,375 4, 91,412 31 114,189 

Allothcr .... ............ 79 3,249,495 4 7,196 £4 2,363,£00 
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Comparison of 7wldi1tf/B of :JuZ11 1, 1919, with those of Julv 1, 1918. 

[Includes totals for all storages reporting for both dates.] 

Varieties. 

American . ................ 
Swiss, including block •.•. 
Brick and Munster ........ 
Limburgr;r ................ 

1 Cottage, pot, bakers' ...... 
Cream and Neuichatel.. ... 
AUother ..••.........••••. 

Stor- July 1, 1918 July l, 1919 Increase or Inc~~e 
ages. (pounds). {pounds). (pdecreasd e) decrease 

oun s · {percent). 

376 24,119,682 ~,070,644 +5,950,962 +24. 7 
58 205,254 3H,l58 + 108,90! +53. 1 
82 4111,253 270,091 - 146,162 -35.1 
65 233,4I4 I6I,082 - 72,332 -31.0 
S3 2,116,686 2,898, 371 + 781, f,SS +36.9 
13 218,737 &5,307 - 133,43() -61.0 
48 1,980,957 1,915,050 - 65,907 -3.3 

Comparison ot holdings ot Jttl1J 1, 191fJ, with those of June 1, 1919. 
[Includes totals for all storages reporting for both dates.] 

Increase or IDcrcas3 
\' arieties. Stor- June 1,1919 July 1,1919 decrease or d&-

ages. {pounds). {pounds). (pounds). crease(per 
cent). 

American ........ . ........ 411 11,656,148 36,005,410 +24, 349,262 +208.9 
Swiss, including block . . ... 110 761,439 898,235 + 136,796 + 18.0 
Brick and Munster ........ I 52 348,387 768,078 + 419,69-l +120.5 
Limburger ................ 106 380 956 604,739 + 223,783 + 58.7 
Cottage, pot, bakers ....•.. G9 5,274:799 6,570,I45 + I,295,346 + 24.6 
Crenm and NeufchateL. ... 23 112,f:J37 168,215 + 55 648 + 49. 4 
All other .................. 74 2,357, 905 3,241,372 + 889;467 + 37.7 

Comparison of holdings ot JtclY 1, 1918, w i th those of June 1, 1918. 
[Includes totals for all storages reporting for both dates.] 

Increas!l or Increase 
Stor- June 1,1918 July 1,1918 or de-Yarietie:o. decreas!l ages . (pounds). {pounds). (pounds). crease (per 

cent). 

American .............. . .. 342 15,239,702 22,135, 883 +6,896,181 + 4-~. 3 
Swiss, iucluding block. .... 46 1:12,563 176,487 + 33, 92-l + 23.8 
Brlck and Munster ........ 66 362,864 31'.15 6.')1 + 2, 790 + 0.8 
Limburger .... _ . . ......... 49 1t6,658 192:92-l + 46,266 + 31.5 
Cottage, pot, bakers ....... 21 484-,122 1,192,840 + 708,718 +146.4 
Cream and~ 'eufchatel.. ... 8 28,566 216,767 + 188,201 +658.8 
All other .......... . ....... 35 'i98,870 819,445 + 20,575 + 2.6 

Cold-storage holdings of cheese on July 1, JJJ1IJ, tcith comparison~ of the 
holdings July 1, 1JJ19, and July 1, 1918, by sections. 

AMERICAN. 

Reported fo~ 
July ), 1919. Comparison ofholdings.• 

~ 

Pections. Increase 
~tor Stor- July 1, July 1, or de-

Pounds . 1918 1919 crease age3. age3. {pounds). {pounds). {per 
cent). 

New England .......... ~5 3,393,306 ~4 2,680,103 3,303, 750 + 23.3 
Middle Atlantic •... . ... 98 14,3I4, 177 8I 6,893,854 11,481,143 + 66. 5 
South Atlantic ......... 32 1, 151,94.5 30 872,313 I, 149,905 + 31.8 
North Central (E.) . .... 92 11,782,429 'i8 8,878,513 9,241, 747 + 4.1 
North Central (W.) ..... 71 865, 938 5~ I,098, 073 755,217 - 31.2 
South Central. .... _ .... 54 I, 231,248 48 I,257,411 1,I49,696 - 8.6 
Western ~North) ....... 22 662,016 ~~ 287,612 607,743 +111.3. 
·western South) ........ 41 2, 993,572 2,151, 798 2,381,443 + 10.7 

'Jotals ............ 435 36,394,631 3'i6 24,119,682 30,070,644 + 24.7 

SWlSS, INCLUDING BLOCK 

New E ngland .......... 3 3,951 2 2,563 3,951 + 54.2 
Middle Atlantic ........ 23 318, 558 13 C9,487 134,049 + 92.9 
South Atlantic ......... 4 7,013 .... so;i<H. .... ss;i,.7i · .+.io:6 North Central (E.)._ ... 31 437,324 13 
North Central (W.) ..... 13 18,243 9 3,443 12,006 +248.7 
South C®tral .. . ....... 7 9,634 0 6,581 6,054 - 8.0 
Western (North) ....... 8 19,290 4 2 872 I, 952 - 32.0 
Western (South) ....... 17 1Z3,062 11 40:204 G7,575 + 68.1 

Total .... . ........ 116 937,075 58 205,254 314,158 + 53.1 

URICK A:!o.'D M~STER. 

New England .......... 2 g4o 1 1.25 840 -l-572.0 
Middle Atlantic . ....... :9 G3, 1.64 12 18,861 20,011 + 6.I 
South Atlantic •........ 1 145 ................ . "ii4;79i' ............... 
North Central ~) . . ... .£4 479, 601 25 299,154 - 61.6 
North Central ( .) ..... 40 108,501 :24 33, 2 81,974 +141.9 
Sout h Central. ......... 13 24,219 7 8,416 12,690 + 50.8 
We.stcm (North~ ....... 9 W, 219 5 15,154 13,484 - 11.0 
'Vestern (South ....... 13 76,012 8 4.0,06l 26,301 - 35.3 

Total. ............ 161 772,701 f 2 416,253 270,091 -35.1 

1 Includes totals for those ston.ges reporting for both dates. 

Oold-storage holdings at cheese on July 1, 1919, etc.-Continued. 

LIMBURGER. 

' 

Reported for 
July 1, 1918. Comparison ofholdings.l 

Sections. 
Stor
ages. Pounds. Stor

ages. 

Increase 
Julv 1, Jul• 1, or de-

1918 1919 crease 
(pounds) . (pounds). (per 

cent). 

New England.......... ... ... . .. .. .. ........................... . 
MiddleAtlantic .. ...... 17 53,633 10 45,979 37,271 - 18.9 
South Atlantic .. ....... 1 
North Central (E.). . . . • 41 
North Central (W.)..... 25 
South Central... .. .. . .. 9 
Western (North)....... 7 
Western (South)....... 10 

... 492;38i ...... 22' 
11,716 17 
5,310 5 
6,836 5 

35,921 6 

. ' i43; 758 ... .. %; 4ii' . :..: ·33:6 
8, 818 6, 987 - 20. 8 
I, 621 4,109 +153.5 
8, 004 298 - 96. 3 

25,234 17,006 - 32.6 
1---11----1 

Total~·-·····-··· 110 605,797 65 233,41.4 161, 082 - 31. 0 

---------------~---~-----~----~----~-----~--~-

COTTAGE, POT, AND BAKERS. 

New England .. . ....... 3 245, 499 1 8,611 13,M3 +55.2 
Middle .-\.tlantro ••• - · • . • 30 3,449, 522 19 1, 166,1!l) 1,620, 790 +39.0 
South Atlantic .... •.... 3 123,763 1 19,800 6.000 -69.7 
North Central (E.) ... .. 20 2, 455,902 7 855, ~52 1, 232,877 +44.1 
North Central (W .) .... 10 220,024 3 2,841 395 - 85.1 
South Central .......... 1 318 ............. .............. .. .. .. .. · .... i ;67o· .. ............ 
Western (N.) . . ..•. • ..•• 4 63, 542 1 ...................... .. .. ........ .. .. 
Western (8.) ............ 2 39,057 1 63,467 22,276 -64.9 

Total. ............ 73 6,599,127 33 2,116,685 2, 838,371 +36.9 

CREAM AND NEUl'CHATEL. 

New En1dmd-......... 2 45,562 1 .. ......................... .. . 
MiddJeAtlantic.... .. .. 5 67.316 3 208,858 65,756 - 68. 5 

~0o~ ~=~f(:Ey~::: ~ ~~:~~g ....... 4 ..... _i;ii9' -~- .. 6.-633' "+iii.-6 
NorthCentral(W.).... 7 14,712 4 7,250 12, 918 + 78.2 
South Central. . ........ 2 3,993 .................................... .. 
Westem(N.)........... 2 21,434 1 1:00 ........... _.100.0 
Western (S.). . .......... .. .. .. .. .. . .. ................... . 

New England: 1\laine, New Hampshire, Vermont, 1\fassachusetts, 
Rhode Island, Connecticut. 

Middle Atlantic: Ne.w York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania. 
South Atlantic: Delaware, Maryland, District of Columbia, Virginia, 

We:&t Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Flot·ida. 
North Central (east of Mississippi River) : Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 

Michigan, Wisconsin; (west of Mississippi River), Minnesota, Iowa, 
Missouri, North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas. 

South Central: Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi. Louisiana, 
Oklahoma, Arkansas. 

Western {north) : Montana, Wyoming, Idaho, Washington, Oregon: 
(south) . Colorado, N~w Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Ne_vada, California . 

A summary of t:his report Wll;S relea~d by w1~e on . .July 14, 1919. 
Upon request any or all of the mformation contamed In these reports 
will l>e telegraphed immediately upon its release. The reports are 
free, except for the telegrams, which are ~>ent charges collect. 

Report of cold-storage holdings of btttter ana eggs, July 1, 1919. 

R~rted for Estimated hold- Reported for i ugs, storage J y 1, 19I9. not reported. June 1, 1919. 

Commodity. 

Stor- Quantity~ Stor-

I 
Quan- Stor- Quan-

ages. ages . tity. ages. tity. 
------- ------- -

Caseeggs .. .............. 408 7,508,530 21 97,883 466 6,093,448 
Frozen~ ... .. ....... 188 16,076,461 8 204,694 Z07 11,567,804 
Creamery tter ......... 342 87,851,371 16 1,372,831 371 29,434,782 
Packing stock butter . . .. 134 1,853,276 5 34,119 145 887, 796 
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Qomparison of holdings of July 1, 1919, toith those of July 1, 1918. 
[Includes tot::ls for those storages reporting for both years.] 

Stor- July 1,1919 Julyl, 1919 Increase or Increase or 
Cmnmodity. decrease decrease ages. (quantity). (quantity). (quantity). (per cent). 

Case eggs ................ 388 6,410,384 7,488, 752 + 1,078,368 +16.8 
Frozene~---·········· 173 12,156,921 15,796,917 + 3,639.995 +29.9 
Creamery utter ........ 325 47,919,035 87, 7'2J.),486 +39,801,451 +83.1 
Packing stock butter .•.. 115 4,511,326 1, 703,476 - 2,807,850 I -62.2 

Comparison of holdinns of Julu 1, 1919, toi.th tllose of June 1, 1919. 
[Includes totals for those storages reporting for both months.] 

Increase 

Ster- June1tf919 July 1,1919 Increa~e or or 
Commodity. decrease decrease ages. (quan ·ty). (quantity). (quantity). (per 

cent). 

~~~~::::::::::::::: 399 5, 911,991 7,507,570 + 1,595,579 + 27.0 
182 11,386,4Q3 16,043,060 + 4, 6.56, 652 + 40.9 

Creamery utter •..•.•••.. 329 28,553,564 87,831,49!} +59, 277,935 +207.6 
Packing stock butter ••.••. 120 878,815 1,847, 651 + 963,836 +110.2 

Comparison of holdings of Julv 1, 1918, toith those of June 1, 1918. 
[Includes totals for those storages reporting for both months.] 

Increase 

Stor· Jnne1,1918 July 1, 1913 Increase or or 
Commodity. decrease decrease ages. (quantity). (quantity). (quantity). (per 

cent). 

Case eggs .................. 448 5,453,280 6,497,861 + 1,01-!,581 + 19.2 
Frozen eggs .............. · 193 11,530,0!3 12,996,559 + 1,466,516 + 12.7 
Creamery butter •.••.••••• 372 13,035,677 48,324,023 +35,2 ,345 +270. 7 
Packing stock butter •••... 122 3,216,695 4,621,249 + 1,40!,554 + 43.7 

Comparison of holdings of July 1, 1918, with those of Julv 1, 1911. 
[Includes totals for those storages reporting for both years.] 

Increase 

Stor- July 1,1917 July 1,1918 Incrc.1se or or 
.Commodity. decrease decreaso ages. (quantity). (quantity) . (quantity). (per 

cent). 

Caseeggs .•.....•.•.•....•. 462 6,560,268 6,501,860 - 58,403 - 0.9 
Frozene~ ...... .,_ ........ 176 13,397,699 12,054, 533 -1,343,166 - 10.0 
Creamery utter ...•...••• 386 49,981,732 47,436,912 -2,544,820 - 5.1 
Packing stock butter •..... 104 1, 161, 39:) 3,343,680 +2,182,281 +187.9 

NOTE.-All commodities are given in terms of pounds, except case 
eggs, which are given in terms of cases. 
CoW-storage holdings of butter ana eggs 011- July 1, 1919, with com

parisons of hold·£ngs of J uly 1, 1919, ana Julv 1, 1918, by sections. 
CASE EGGS. 

R~ortedfor 
J y 1,1919. Comparison of holding.>. I 

Section. In-
July1, JuJy1, crease 

Stor- ·Quantity. Stor- 1918 1919 or de· 
ages. ages. (quan- (quan· crease 

tJty) . tity). (psr 
cent). 

New England .......... 30 813,838 28 808, 048 1 812, 104 + 0.5 
Middle Atlant ic ........ 83 2,312,647 77 1, 83~, ))(j() 2, 306,655 + 25.4 
South Atlantic ......... 21 106,357 19 75,24.5 103,257 + 41.2 
North C'.entral (E.) .... . 74 2,261, 718 70 1, 955,413 2,255,898 + 15.4 
North Central(\\ .) ..... 76 1, 233,644 74 i, 02), 440 1, 231,603 + 19.6 
South Central .......... 47 311,929 45 258,292 308,224 + 19.3 
Western ~N.) ........... 36 119,092 34 103,218 118,690 + 15.0 
Western S.) ......•.... 41 349,305 41 340, ti8 349,305 + 2.5 

Total. ............ 408 7,508,530 ass 6,410,384 7, 488,752 + 16.8 

FROZEX EGGS. 

New England .......... 16 538,864 14 563,049 523,824 - 7.0 
.Middle Atlantic . ....... 36 4,416,232 35 4, 031, 6G1 4,415, 782 + 9.5 
South Atlantic ....... .. 8 527,574 8 366,377 527,574 + 44.0 
North Central (E.) ..... 38 · 4,392,458 3:) 4,038,03! 4,383,805 + 8.G 
North Central (W.) ..... 48 2,.693, 293 41 2.017,281 2,650,542 + 31.4 
South Central. ......... 14 281,966 11 218,360 251,745 + 15.3 
Western (N.) ..•........ 11 2, 715,993 1!) 371,940 2,582,433 +594.3 
Western (8.) •..... .... . 17 510,081 15 550,219 461,211 - 16.2 

TotaL •........... 188 16,076,461 173 ll, 158,921 115,796, !l17 + 29.9 

1 Includes totals for thos.) storages reportlDs for botli d:~ot:u. 

Cold-storage holdings of butter and egos on July 1,1919, etc.-Continued. 

-
R:if,orted for 
J y 1,1919. I Comparison or holtlings. 

-
Section. In-

July 1, July 1, crease 
Stor-

~antity. 
Stor- 1918 1919 or de· 

ages. ages. (quan- (quan- crease 
tlty). tity). (per 

cent). 

New England .......... 30 15,170,522 28 9,806,885 15,138,988 + 53.4 
Middle Atlantic ... : . ... 80 32,146,683 78 16,576,714 32,128,329 + 93.8 
South Atlantic .... ..... 26 1,191,374 24 1,151,604 1, 189,8-56 + 3.3 
North Central (E.) ..... 54 25,357,099 52 10,383,570 25,356,714 +144. 2 
North Central (W.) .... 53 6, 242,679 52 4,000, 787 6, 18j,624 + 52.3 
South CentraL ......... 38 1,094,600 34 565,085 1,0 ,299 + 92.6 
Western (N.) ........... 28 3,().)1,434 26 1,674, 98 3,035, 924 + 81.3 
Western (8.) ........... . 33 3,596,980 . ~1 3,_639,492 3,595, 752 - 1.2 

Total. ............ 312 87,851,371 325 47,919,035 187,720,480 1 + 83. 1 

PACKIXG STOCK BUT'.rEn. 

New England ....... ... 2 ........... 1 50 -------·-·· -100.0 
Middle Atlantic ........ 15 155,337 11 128,489 42,008 - 67.3 
South Atlantic ....... .. 9 169,839 5 172,981 154,089 - 10.9 
North Central (E.) ..... 37 I, 039,755 32 2, 283,275 1,032,158 - 54.8 
North Central (W.) .... 41 218,571 40 1,602, 247 216,619 - 86.5 
South Central .......... 16 196,307 15 213,160 195,457 - 8.3 
Western(N.) .......... 6 40,897 4 20,160 30,675 + 52.~ 
Western (S.) .•.......... 8 32,570 7 90,964 32,470 - 64.3 

Total.. ........... 134 1,853,276 1 115 4,511,326 1, 703,476 - 62.2 

New England : Maine, New Hampshire, 'Vermont, Massachusetts, 
Rhode I sland, Connecticut. 

]'.fiddle Atlantic: New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania. 
South Atlantic: Delaware , Marylanu, District of Columbia, Virginia, 

West Yirginia, North Carolina, Sout);! Carolina, Georgia, Florida. 
North Central (east of Mississippi River) : Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 

Michigan, Wisconsin; (we t of Mississippi River), Minnesota, Iowa, 
Missouri, South Dakota, North Dakota, Nebraska, l{ansas. 

South Central: Kentucky, Tennesse':', .Alabama, .:\lississ.lppi, Loui iana, 
Texas, Oklahoma, Arkansas. 

Western (north) : Montana. Wyoming, Idaho, Washington, Oregon; 
(south), Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Nevada, California. 

A summary of this report was relea sed by wire on July 14. Upon 
request any .or all of the inform:1tiou contained in the cold-storage re
ports will be telegraphed immed iately upon its release. These reports 
are free, except for the telegram~, which arc sent charges collect. 

Report of stocks of frozen and cured meats Jttly 1, 1919. 

Re~oried [or Estimated hold- Reported fo!" ings, storage Ju y 1, 1919. not reported. Jtme 1, 1919. 

Product. 

Stor- Pounds. Stor· Pounds. Stor- Pounds. ages. ages. ages. 

Frozen boof. . ........ . 'M4 162,386,570 6 44 ,525 370 164,021, 73:> 
Cured beef.. .......... 353 29,217,585 (j 101,057 300 27,167,565 
Frozen lambandmut-

ton ................. 212 7, 273, 201 G no, 15) 222 7,762,!)44 
Frozen pork .. .. .. . ... 333 153, 94)023 7 1, 3ti9. 33\l 354 145,200,539 
Dry salt pork ......... 474 380, 462,828 15 570,757 494 401,904,438 
Pickled pork ......... 536 421' 507' 966 16 1,1 1, 932 5M 439,833,417 
Lard ............ ... .. 508 91,944,462 18 258,938 600 83,205,484 
Miscellaneous meats .. 37ll 86,932,797 40 10,607,103 412 90,513, 45.> 

Comparison of stocks of July 1, 1919, .with tltose of July 1, 1918. 

(Includes totals for those storages reporting tor lloth dates.] 

Increase 
Stor- July 1, 1913 Jnly 1, 19Hl Increase or or 

Product. decrease decrease ages. (pounds). (potmds). (pOlmds). (per 
cent). 

Frozen boo£. . : . ... : ..... 330 146,672,220 
'"'· 062, , .. I+"·,. •. .., + 9.1 

Cured beef. ............. 339 21,527,827 28,325, 161 + G, 797,334 + 3l.6 
Frozen Iamb and mutton 196 2,359,359 7,07G,20l + 4,71G,'842 +199.9 
Frozen pork .... ......... 316 94,332,361 143,302,8U +53,970,453 + 57.2 
Dry salt pork ........... 455 400,764,197 378,590,606 -22,173,591 - 5.5 
Pickled pork .... . .. ..... 517 361,568,840 417,888, 22 +56,31\),9 2 + 15.6 
Lard .................... 555 107,100,464 91,835,505 -15,324,959 - 14. 3 
MiseelJaneous meats ..... 212 G2,675,633 G4, 731,810 + 2,059,172 + 3.3 
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Oompat·ison of stocks of July 1; 1919, •with those of Jttne 1, 1919. 

[IJ.Jcludes totals for those storages reporting for both dates.] 

Product. 

Frozen beef. .. ..... ..... 
Cured beef. .... ......... 
Frozen lamb and mutton 
Frozen pork ....•........ 
Dry salt pork ........... 
Pickled pork ............ 
TJard .................... 
Mi.<Jcellaneous meats ..... 

Stor
ages. 

339 
344 
200 
327 
461 
523 
555 
348 

June 1, 1919 July 1, 1919 
(pounds). (pounds). 

163,500,809 
26,962,128 
7,650,854 

143, 908, 998 
400,876,289 
438,326,298 
32,943,488 
85,980,086 

162, 3i3, 205 
29,190,532 
7,210,274 

153,835,459 
384,592,473 
421,467' 941 
91,919,133 
86,552,110 

Increase or 
decrease 

(pounds). 

- 1,127,001 
+ ~,228,404 
- 440,580 
+ 9,926,461 
-16, 283,816 
-16,858,357 
+ 8,975,645 
+ 572,024 

Increase 
or 

decrease 
(per 

cent). 

- 0.7 
+ 8.3 
- 5.8 
+ 6.9 
- 4.1 
- 3.8 
+10.8 
+ .7 

Oompa1·i 01~ of stocks of July 1, 1918, wit1~ those of Jun.e 1, 1918. 

[lnclu<1es tot::l.ls ~{lr those storages reporting for both dates.] 

Product. 

Frozen·beef. ... _ .. . . _ .. . 
Cnred beef. _ . _ ......... . 
Frozen lamb and mutlon 
Frozen pork . . .. .. .. . ---. 
Dry salt pork._ .·· ---·- . 
l'icklcd pork . . . _ ... _ ... . 
Lard ....... ... ......... . 
Miscellaneous meats .... . 

Stor
ages. 

June 1, 1918 July 1, 1918 
(p01mds). (pounds) . 

Increase or Increase 
decrease ~e~~ 

339 177, 593,06-1 
356 24,743,789 
197 3, 830,287 
331 116, 235, 685 
488 492,967,551 
546 393,513, 961 
591 107,089,142 
100 61,605, 181 

(pounds). (per cent). 

147,614,563 -29,978,501 
21,854,875 - 2, 888,914 
2,386,188 - 1,444,099 

95,128,310 -21,107,375 
400, 74.3, 779 -92,223,772 
348,775,915 - 44, 738,046 
107' 461' 952 + 372, 810 
67,169,282 + 5, 56!, 101 

-16.9 
-11.7 
-37.7 
-18.2 
-18.7 
-11.4 
+ 0.3 
+ 9.0 

Q11a11tities curecZ or fn!!en cuzd qttantities delive1·ecl during June, 1919. 

[Incluues totals for those storages reporting for both dates.] 

Product. 

Frozen beef ........ .. . 
Cured beef. .. _ .... . . . . 
Frozen lamb and mut-

ton ... .. .... ... ..... . 
Frozen pork .......... . 
Dry salt pork ........ . 
Pickled pork .. ... _ .. . . 
Lard ... ... ..... ..... . . 

Stor
ages. June 1• 1919 frozen dur- during 

Cured and I Dcli>erics 
(pounds). ing June. June. 

July 1, 1919 
(pounds). , 

2!){) 157,132,179 
298 24-,402, 056 

160 7, 130,018 
289 137,739,672 
39S 379,569,352 
467 401,675,496 
488 76,451 , 209 

32,6[>4, 715 
12,055,53~ 

869,946 
31,125,193 

158,418,846 
148, 115,806 
94,462,8()9 

33,306,782 
9,645,049 

156,480,112 
26,812,556 

1, 301,631 6, 69 '333 
22, 164,850 146,700,015 

173,817' 724 36!, 140,474 
161,894,138 3 7,897,164 
85, ll, 132 85, 102, 895 

XOTE.-Stocks of cured meats include meats in process of curing as 
well as the cureu product. For lard the data show t11e prouuction 
during the month instead of the quantity placed in storage. 

Stocks of frozen and cu1·ed meats on July 1, 1919, with co11tpa1·isons of 
tlle stocks of Ju..ly 1, 1919, and July 1, 1918, by sections. 

FROZEN BEEF. 

Reported for 
Jufy 1, 1919. 

Comparison of stocks (includes totals of 
all stomges reporting for both dates). 

Secticn. 
Stor
ages. Pmmds. Stor

ages. 

In
crease 

July 1,1918 July 1,1919 or de
(pounds). (pounds). crease 

(per 
cent). 

New England. _..... 31 10, 609,050 30 13, 903,431 
Middle Atlantic __ .. _ 82 SO, !4-'3, 931 81 57,329, 414 
South Atlantic...... 15 1, 137,544 14 3, 272, 2M 
North Central(E.)... 69 76,357,342 63 50,018,386 
North Central (W.).. 61 11, 363, 919 00 16,213, 414 
South Central....... 28 2, 728, 353 27 1, 474, 628 
Western(N.) .. .. . -.. 24 661,274 2-i 714,980 
Western(S.) . ____ __ _ 34 3,08!,957 31 3,745,713 

1----~1---------1-----
Total .... . .. _.. 344 162,386, 570 330 1140, 672, 220 

CURED BEEF. 

New England ....... 17 1, 799,572 17 1,465,007 
'Middle Atlantic .. _ .. 100 9, 890,24.5 96 4,516,637 
South Atlantic ...... 26 426,458 2.3 683)215 
North Central (E.) 00 11,093,614 87 8,089,100 
North Central (W.). 52 3,385,479 50 5, 024,650 
South Central. __ .... 15 621,835 15 436,311 
w~wrn(N. ) ........ 2-3 317,534 21 244,363 
Wcstem (S.) --·--·-· 30 781,79\l 2 1,068,544 

10,606,430 
56,408,407 
1,126,419 

74,727,052 
10,759,490 
2, G89,841 

661,274 
3,083,290 

160,062,2:03 

1, 799,572 
9, 754,393 

412,461 
11,258,848 
3,383,279 

621,885 
316,534 
778,189 

-23.7 
- 1.6 
-65.6 
+49.4 
-33.6 
+82.4 
-7.5 
-17.7 

+ 9.1 

+ 22.8 
+116.0 
- 39.6 
+ 39.2 
- 32.7 
+ 42.5 
+ 29. 5 
- 27.2 

1'otal. ......... ~ 29,217,5 6 339121, G27, 827128,325, 161 ! + 31.6 

Stocks of ft•ozen and cured meats on July 1, 1919, etc.-Continued. 

Section. 

New England_ .. ·--
Middle Atlantic .. _ .. 
South Atlantic .... _. 
North Central (E.) .. 
North Central (W.) __ 
South CentraL __ . __ . 
Western (N.). _ ... __ _ 
Western (8.) •....... 

Total.. ______ .. 

New England ..... .. 
Middle Atlantic ..... 
South Atlantic._ .... 
North Central (E.) •. 
rorth Central (W.) .. 

South Central .. _ .. _. 
Western ( r .) ........ 
W,estern (8.) ........ _ 

Total .......... , 

ID~ill~~~~tic~ ~ ~:: 
South Atlantic._ .. -. 
N. Central (E .) .... : . 
N. Centr:J.l (W.) .. ... 
Soulli Central .. ... _. 
Western (N.) ........ 
Western (S.) ..... -·-. 

Total. ......... 

-ew England ...... . 
Middle Atlantic .... . 
South Atlantic ..... . 
N. Central (E.) .. . .. . 
N. Central (W.) .... . 
South Central ...... . 
Western (N.) ... .. . . . 
Western (S .) ........ . 

Total ........ . . 

New England. _ .... . 
MiddlcAtlantic .. .. . 
South Atlantic_ . . .. . 
North Central (E.) •• 
North Central (W .) .. 
South CentraL _ . __ . . 
Western (N.)- ----··· 
Western (S.)-- -·--·· 

Total.. ...... . . 

:New England .- -·-·-
Middle Atlantic. _. _. 
South Atlantic . _ .. _. 
North Central (E .)._ 
North Central (W.) .. 
South Central ..... __ 
Western (N.) ..... - .. 
Western (8.) .... .... 

Total. ......... 

FROZ'EN LAMB AND MUTTON. 

Reported for July 
1. 1919. 

Stor- Pounds. ages. 

19 1,136,307 
55 4,380, 719 
10 120,510 
39 169,170 
34 505,936 
17 147,202 
19 68,869 
19 138,488 

Stor-
ages. 

18 
52 
9 

34 
31 
16 
18 
18 

C<lmparis:m of stac',.--s. 

July 1,1918 July 1,1919 
(pounds). (pounds). 

366,917 1, 1'31, 207 
810,653 4, 261,47.3 
137,064 118,917 
467,422 761,204 
125,995 458,527 

44,391 146,070 
34,843 68,369 

312,074 127,432 

In-
crease 
or de-
crease 
(per 

cent) . 

+209.1 
+389.5 
- 13.2 
+ 62.9 
+263 . 9 
+229. 1 
+ 96.2 
- 59.2 

212 1 7,273,201 1 196 1 2,359,359 7,076,201 1 + 199 .!) 

FROZF.N PORK. 

29 24,294,932 27 12,367,183 24,228,689 + 95.9 
76 17,476,011 72 15,399,523 17,440,477 + 13.3 
17 1,807,88-1 16 1,387,721 1,807,884 + 30.3 
66 49,664,157 61 32,486,438 48,573,643 + 49. 5 
64 45,029,252 62 22,394,344 40,983,309 + 83.0 
27 4,805,452 25 2, 714,745 4,452,827 + 64 . 0 
24 2, 909,886 24 2, 994,754 2, 909,886 - 2.8 
30 7,906,449 29 il,587,653 7, 906,099 + 72.3 

333 153, 894, 023 316 , 94,332,361 1148,302,8141 + 57.2 

DRT SALT PORK. 

20 13,751,560 18 14,796,.372 13,751,228 - 7.1 
93 29,827,704 89 24,419,868 28,041,621 +14. 8 
53 7,016, 9S 50 5,875, 491 6,985,439 +18.9 

122 143,211,609 118 162, 990, 076 143,200,170 -12.1 
79 170,969,427 77 170,233,5.36 170,968,202 + 0.4 
41 10,799,896 39 15,802,758 10,761,121 -31.9 
31 2,024,341 29 2, 159,721 2,021,432 -6.4 
35 2,861,393 35 4,436,375 2,861,393 -35.5 

474 3SO, 462,828 455 4.00, 764,197 !37'8, 590, 60S - 5.5 
I 

PICKLED PORK. 

31 31,1.50,292 29 Z3,214,832 31,120,050 +34.1 
133 31,374,.256 130 41,633,800 31,279,914 -24.9 

41 8,641,570 40 6,377,761 ,381,043 +31.4 
148 158,899,191 141 134, 153,313 155,747,636 +16.1 
79 157, 773,334 78 132,949,679 157, 761,08! + 18.7 
29 11),653,60.3 27 8,488,106 15,603,194 +83 .8 
35 8,071,090 34 5,508,918 ,001,508 +46.3 
40 9, 944,628 38 9, 242,431 9, 934,393 + 7.5 

5.'36. 421,507,966 1 51i 361,568,840 417,888,822 1 +15.6 
------1----------;------

LARD. 

31 7,392,812 31 17,474,534 7,392,812 -57.7 
126 8,672,307 121 9,437,608 8,601,847 - 8.8 

48 1,984,542 ~5 1,863,659 1,574,642 -15.5 
156 42,117,355 155 41,559,.206 42,117,090 + 1.3 
85 25,709,700 84 28,016,450 25,704,500 - 8.3 
48 2,109,032 47 2,337,568 2,1()7,092 - 9.9 
34 1,220,872 32 2, 760, 825 I, 100,680 -56.7 
4.0 3,137,842 40 3, 710,614 3, 137,842 -15.4 

568 91,944,4621 555 107, 160, 464 91,835,505 -14.3 
------1----------i 

MISCELLANEOUS MEATS. 

2.3 3,138, 722 15 2, 780,518 2,869,522 + 3.2 
79 8,281,096 33 2,473,330 5, 177,216 +109. 3 
25 1,680,668 10 497,292 798, 798" + 60.6 
99 41,640,10.3 64 29,804,132 31,552,324 + 5.9 
63 24,518,623 46 22,230,286 18,633,020 - 16.2 
29 4,825, 714 15 3,665,137 4,076, 758 + 11.2 
22 1,118,067 12 113,719 650,524 +472. 0 
30 1,669,802 16 1, 111,224 976,6!8 - 12.1 

372 186,932,797 212 1 62,675,638 64,734,810 + 13.3 

New England : Maine, ... ·cw II::tmpsbire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut. 

1\liddle Atlantic: New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania. 
South Atlantic : Delaware, 1\laryland, District of Columbia, Virginia, 

West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida. · 
North Central (east of l\lississippi River) : Ohio, Indin.na.. Illinois, 

Michigan, Wisconsin; (west of Mississippi River), Minnesota, Iowa, 
Missouri, North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas. 

South Central: Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, 1\fississippi, Loui13iana, 
Texas, Oklahoma, Arkansas. 

Western (north) : Montana, Wyoming, Idaho, Wa.shin~ton. Oregon: 
( south), Colorado, New Me::~.'i.co, Arizona. Utah, Ncntda. California. 

A summary of this r eport was released by wire ou .July 14. Upon 
request any or all the inform:ltion contained in the storage reports will 
be telegraphed immediately upon its release. These reports are ft·ep, ex
cept for the telegrams, which are sent charges collect. 

' 
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Repm·t of holclinns of j?·o:~en poultt·y ·July 1, .1919. 

Reported for July 
1, 1919. 

Estimated hold- Reported for June 
ings, firms not 1 1919 

Product. 

Broilers .. . ..... ..... ... . 
Roasters ............... . 
Fowls ................. . 
Turkeys . .. .. .......... . 
Miscellaneous ......•.... 

Total. ....•••..... 

Stor
ages. Pounds . 

178 7, 383,808 
176 10,281,954 
193 9, 419, 332 
200 5 340, 278 
24.2 1~ 470,332 

275 1 ~8, 895, 7041 

reported. ' · 

Stor
ages. 

9 
7 

10 
9 

12 

17 

Pounds. 

----
53,984 
62,295 

143,293 
47,453 
60,677 

387,736 

Stor
ages. 

197 
199 
213 
216 
262 

Pounds. 

8, 704,960 
14,176,300 
11,114,408 

6,351,635 
15,243,946 

315 155, 591, 255 

Compa1-ison of holdinns of JuZy 1, 1919, tv-ith those of July 1, 1918. 

[Includes totals for those stora-ges reporting for both dates.] 

Product. Stor
ages. 

July 1, 
1918 

(pounds). 

July 1, 
1919 

(pounds). 

Increase or 
decrease 
(pounds). 

Increase 
or de
crease 
(per 

cent). 

nroilerS"........... •• . . . . . . 165 1, 291,075 7, 330,369 + 6, 039,294 +467. 8 
Roasters.................. 163 2,305,312 10,185,972 + 7,880,160 +341.8 
Fowls..................... I74 4,204,390 9,047,925 + 4,843,535 +115.2 
Turkevs.: .. . . . . . . . • . • • • . . . 182 4, 209,648 5, 282,660 + 1, 073,012 + 25.5 
.\fiscellaneons. ...•••••.... 218 4,973,959 15,884,502 +10,910,563 +219.4 

-----1·--------·l---------:---------·l-------
47, 731,428 ,+30, 746,564 +181. 0 Total. .........••.... 239 16, 984, 864 

'(Jomparison of holdings of July 1, 1919, with those of June 1, 1919. 

[Includes totals for those storages reporting for both dates.] 

Increase 
Stor- June 1, July I, Increase or or 

Pro1uct. 1919 1919 decrease decrease ages. (pounds). · (pounds). (pounds). (per 
cent). 

Broilers ................... 174 8,641, 747 7, 379,702 -1,262,045 -14.6 
Hoasters ......... ......... 175 14,090,853 10,275,719 -3,815,134 -27.1 
Fo-;vls ..................... 186 10,947,788 9,410,~~ -1,537,547 ·-14.0 

inU:~TirieotiS ~:::::::::::: 195 6,295,610 5,333,99 - 961,612 -15.3 
235 15,177,632 16,466,4.22 +1,288, 790 + 8.5 

Total.; ....•.•.••... 266 55,153,63014.8,866,082 -6,287,548 -11.4 

Compari-son of holdings of July 1, 1918, Witl~ those of June 1, 1918. 

[Includes totals for those storages reporting for both dates.] 

Product. 

Broilers ........•••.. -... -. 
Roasters .....•.....•••.... 
Fowls ..................... 

~!w:neou.s:::::::: ::::: 
Total. ...•.•••.•••.. 

Stor
ages. 

187 
186 
205 
197 
235 

284 

June 1, 
1918 

(pounds). 

1, 717,404 
3,922,071 
2, 708,272 
5,906,699 
4,611,548 

18,865,994 

Juiy 1, 
1918 

(pounds). 

1,311,800 
2,320,322 
4,233,976 
4,233,456 
5, 781,039 

. 17' 880, 593 

Jttl11 1, 1919, witl£ 

Increase or 
decrease 

(pounds). 

- 405,604 
-1,601,749 
+1,525, 704 
-1,673,243 
+1,169,491 

- 985,401 

comparisons Hold inns of frozen poultry 01~ 
holdings of July 1, 1919, and July 1, 1918, by sections. 

TOTAL FROZEN POULTRY. 

Increase 
or 

decrease 
(per 

cent). 

-23.6 
-40.8 
+56.3 
-28.3 
+25.4 

- 5.2 

ot the 

Reported for July I 
1, 1919. Comparison of holdings.t 

Section. 

New England .•.••.••.. 
Middle Atlantic ........ 
South Atlantic ......... 
North Central (E.) ..... 
North Central (W .) •... 
South Central. ....•.... 
Western (N.) ...••••••.. 
Western (8.) ..••••••••• 

Total .......•..... 

Stor· 
ages. 

27 
66 
17 
45 
52 
23 
18 
27 

. '275 

Pounds. 

5,231, 705 
18,978,193 

776,-675 
16,525,073 
4,651,203 

747,061 
527,536 

1,458,258 

48,895,704 

Stor
ages. 

23 
57 
14 
43 
46 
21 
16 
19 

239 

July 1, July 1, 
1918 1919 

(pounds). (pounds). 

2,079,872 5,210,155 
7,850,595 I8,411,552 

466,944 723,632 
3,856,116 16,255,466 

980,4.25 4, 444,101 
468,043 721,496 
79,252 525,746 

1, 203,617 1,439, 280 

In
crease 
or de
crease 
(per 

cent). 

+150.5 
+134.5 
+ 55.0 
+321.6 
+353.3 
+ 54.2 
+563.4 
+ 19.6 

16,984, 804 ,47,731,428 1 + 181.0 

1 Includes totals of all -sto-rages reporting fot· both dates. 

Hol(linns of frozen pouzt,·v Olt ./t£ly 1, 1919, etc.-Continued. 
BROILERS. 

Reported for July 
1, 1919. Comparison of holdin~ '· 

Section. 

New England .......... 
Middle Atlantic ........ 
South Atlantic ......... 
North Central (E.) ..... 
North Central (W.) .... 
South Central .......... 
Western (N.) ........... 
Western (S.) ..•........ 

Stor
ages. 

15 
4.5 
8 

34 
32 
15 
10 
19 

Pounds. 

652,314 
2,256,276 

87,442 
3,364,653 

394,905 
189,791 
46,44.2 

39I, 985 

Stor
a~es. 

u 
40 
8 

31 
2) 

14 
10 
19 

July I, July I, 
1918 1919 

(pounds). (pounds) . 

I 
127,350 651,514 
451,52.3 2,219,225 
26, 154 7, 442 

292,724 1,353,319 
42, 420 393, 144 
12,~03 1 7, 2()8 
8,828 46, ·142 

:529, li 391, !l 3 

In
crease 
or de
crease 
(per 

cent). 

+ 411.6 
+ 391.5 
+ 234.3 
+1, 045.6 
+ 826. 
+1, 352.4 
+ 426.1 
+ 19.1 

Total. ............ 178 1 7,383,808 165 1, 291,075 7,330,369 1+ 467. 

ROASTERS. 

New England .......... 20 1, 177, 192 ~0 3 1,622 I, 177,192 + 20 .5 
Middle Atlantic ........ 49 4, 757,640 44 1, 059,936 4, 7.H , 048 + 346.6 
South Atlantic ......... 9 15S, 3-iO i 93,881 121 947 + 33.3 
North Central (E.) ...... 30 3,231,840 26 616,946 3,206,664 + 419. 
North CentTill (W .) ... .'. 31 647,166 30 25,580 636,590 ... 
South Cent~ . .... . ... 10 56,942 9 2,178 50,707 .. . 
West~(N . ......... .. . 11 130, 4i3 11 535 130,473 ... 
Western (S.) ............ 16 122,351 16 1.2.'i, 134 122,351 - 2.2 

TotaL ...... ..... . 176 110,281,954 1 163 12, 30.3,812 110,185, 9i2 + 341.8 

FOWLS. • 
New England ...... ... .. 22 1,137,212 21 444,957 1,135, il2 + 155.2 
Middle Atlantic ......... 51 2,465, 251 45 1,847,658 2,210,334 + I9.6 
South Atlantic ......... 10 324,359 8 68,821 302,281 + 339.2 
North Central (E) ...... 30 3, 733,974 28 1,014, 090 3,663, 244 + 261. ;, 
North Central (W) ..... 37 1,102,280 33 369,482 1,089,189 + 194. 8' 
South Central.. ......... 14 149,249 13 165,930 141,214 - 14.9 
Western (N) ............ 10 152,250 9 26,851 151,194 + 463.1 
Western (S) ............ 19 354,757 19 266 601 354,757 + 33.1 

Total.. ........ . .. 1!)3 9,419,332 I74 4, 20-J, 890 19, O.Ji, 925 + 115.2 

TURKEYS. 

New En~land .......... 24 !)76, 004 20 555,656 961,354 + 73.0 
Middle Atlantic ........ 54 2, 487,771 48 2,019, 967 2, 468,431 + 22.2 
South Atlantic ......... 9 148,460 8 79,615 148,400 + 86.5 
North C('ntral (E.) ...•. 33 ·920,523 30 902,015 915,868 + 1.,') 
North Central (W.) ..... 31 197,838 29 92,602 188,600 + 103.7 
South Central ..... ..... 17 195,810 16 149,571 190,500 + 27.4 
Western ~N.) ... ........ 12 50,642 12 29,100 50,642 + 74.0 
Western S.) ....... . ... 20 362,230 19 381,122 353,745 - 5.9 

Total ............. 200 5,340, 278 182 4, 209, 648 , 5, 282, 660 + 25.5 

lllSCELL.U.'"EOUS POULTRY. 

New England .... ...... 21 1,288,983 20 570,287 1,284,383 + 125.2 
Middle Atlantic ........ 58 7,011, 255 49 2,471,509 6, 779,514 + 174.3 
South Atlantic ......... 12 53,064 11 198,473 57,502 - 71.0 
North Central (E.) ..... 40 5,274,033 36 1,030,341 5,116,371 + 396.(1 
North Central (W.) ..... 49 2,309,014 44 450,341 2,136,578 + 374.4 
South Central .......... 22 154,269 21 137,468 151,717 + 10.4 
Western (N.) ........... 18 147,729 16 13,938 146,995 + 954.6 
Western (8.) ........... 22 226,935 21 101,582 211,442 + 103.1 

Total ............. 242 16,470,332 218 4,973,939 15,884,502 + 219.4 

New England : 1\.iaine, New Hampshire, Yermont, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut. 

.Middle Atlantic: New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl>ania. 
South Atlantic: Delaware, Maryland, District of Columbia~ Virginia, 

West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florioa. 
North Central (east of Mississippi River) : Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 

Michigan, Wisconsin; (west of l\Iississippi River), Minnesota, Iowa, 
1\Iissouri, North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas. 

South Central: Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
Texas, Oklahoma, Arkansas. 

Western (north) : Montana. Wyoming, Idaho, Washington, Oregon; 
(south), Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Nevada, California 

A summary of this report was released by wire on July 14. Upon 
request any or all the information contained in the storage reports wiU 
be telegraphed immediately upon its release. These reports are free, ex
cept for the telegrams, which are sent charges collect. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I also desire to introduce a statement from . 
the same source of the exports of domestic merchandise. I ask 
unanimous consent that it be inserted in the REconn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objectiott, -it is so 
ordered. 

The statement referred to is ns follow:;: 
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E:rpo'rts of domestic me1·chandise. 

(12 months ending June 30.) 

Article. 1914 1915 1916 - 1917 1918 1919 

~:~c-~ ~:::: ::::: ~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~Jt;~:: 
Com meal ...................... ... ..........•..•.•..•........ barrels .. 
Oatmeal ........•.....••••...••••...•......•.........••••••... pounds .. 
Oats ...............................•.....•••...•.............. bushels .. 
\Vheat .... . ....••.••...............................•.••....... . .. do . ... 
'Vheat flour .....................•...........•..........•••.... barrels .. 

i~i: ~~;: ::::: ~ ~: ~::::::::::: ~ ~::::: ~ ~: ~ ~ ~: ~: ~:::::::::~::Sit: • 

6,644, 747 
9,380,855 

336,241 
15,998,286 
1,859,949 

92,393,775 
11,821,461 

3,464, 733 

26,754,522 
48,786,291 

470,503 
68,394,979 
96,809,551 

259,642,533 
16,182,765 
75,243,261 

27,473,160 
38,217,012 

419,979 
54,748,747 
95,918,884 

173,274,015 
15,520,669 
50,803,765 

16,381,077 
64,720,842 

508,113 
110, 903, 344 
88,944,401 

149,831,427 
11,942,778 
67,535,125 

26,28.5,378 
40,997,827 
2,018,859 

346,559,435 
105, 837, 309 
34,118,853 
21,879,951 
97,343,283 

20,457,781 
16,687,538 
1,583,327 

227, 587, 679 
96,360,974 

178,582,673 
24,190,092 

108,489, 472 
332,205, 176 
45,057,861 

Bacon .... .......... ......••.•••••••............•...•.•..••.•.... do ... . 

6,394,40t 
23,205,974 
97,017,065 

193,964,252 

170,440, 934 
31,874,743 
80,481,946 
46,718,227 

231,214, 000 
38,114,682 

102,645,914 
579, 808, 786 

197, 177, 101 
58,053,667 
67,110,111 

667,151,972 

370, 032, 900 
54,467,910 
56,603,388 

815,294,424 
419,571, 869 
392,505,355 

59,092,322 
1, 239' 540, 973 

667,848,019 
72<i,577,868 
17,395,888 

Ham and shoulders ...............•.............••........... ... . do ... . 
Lard ....................•..........•.......................•..... do ..•. 

165,881, 791 
481,457,792 

203,701,114 
475,531,908 

282, 208, 611 ~,656,581 
427,011,338 444,769,540 

reutrallard ......................•.•...........•.....••......... do .... 

li~~;~::: ~~~~~~:~ ~:~:.::::··~ :~ ~:~~ ~·~~··~:·· •••• ::::.::: :u: •.• 
Cheese . ...... . .. ................................................. do ... . 
Milk, condensed .•.. ....•.•..... ......•...........•..•.... ... .•.. do ... . 

29,323,786 
3,074,303 
2,668,020 

45,543,085 
3,693,597 
2,427,577 

16,209,082 

26,021,054 
4,644,418 
3,908,193 

45,655,574 
9,850, 704 

55,362,917 
37,235,627 

34,425,590 
9,610, 732 

63,005,524 
63,460,713 
13,487,481 
44,394,301 

159,577,620 

17,576,240 
5,896,126 

50,435,615 
46,992,721 
26,835,092 
66,050,013 

259,141,231 

4,258,529 
6,194,468 

21,390,288 
33,221,502 
17,735,966 
44,303,076 

528,759,232 
100,779,981 

5,273,508 
!9,644,388 
31, f •",497 
33,739,950 
18,794,853 

728,740,509 
178, 709, 833 Cottor;seed oil ....••.••••••••.•••••••••.••••• .. ••••.............. do ... . 192,963,079 318, 366, 525 266,512,057 158,911,767 

JHr. ::\fcKELLAR. Mr. President, in my judgment these figures 
absolutely refute the position taken by Senator REED in a recent 
speech made by him on the subject of cold storage and the high 
cost of living generally. 

It will be noted that no eggs ha\e been exported at all, and 
while there is a greater supply of eggs in this country than e\er. 
before, the pt·ices ha\e gone up this year oYer last. 

It will also be noted in the case of butter that in 1918 there 
were, in round numbers, 17,000,000 pounds of butter exported, 
and in 1919, 33,000,000 pounds, a difference of 16,000,000 pounds. 
Thi would seem to uphold a contention of Senator REED, but 
when we look at the butter on hand this year and that on hand 

. in 1918, it will be seen how misleading Senator REED's figures 
are. The 16,000,000 pounds additional exports for 1919 is incon
siderable when considered in connection with the enormous in
crease of the holding of butter on Augu t 1, 1919. There was 
a holding of butter of 124,839,792 pounds on August 1, 1919. 
On Augu t 1, 1918, there were 88,786,243 pounds of butter, an 
increa e of 40 per cent. The increase in pounds, in round num
bers, is 36,000,000 pounds. You could subtract from this 
36,000,000 pounds the 16,000,000 pounds exported and we still 
would havi 20,000,000 pounds more of butter in 1919 than we 
had in 1918. 

Again, take the figures for cheese. In round numbers there 
were 26,000,000 ·pounds less of cheese exported in 1919 than 
in 1918, and yet in 1919, in round numbers, there "Were 75,000,000 
pound· on hand, while in 1918 there were about 26,000,000 
pounds on hand, and still cheese has gone up. 

Take beef. There were 370,000,000 pounds e~rported in 1918 
and. 332,000,000 pounds in 1919, while there was on hand in 
1919 159,000,000 pounds and in 1018 172,000,000 pounds, and yet 
beef has gone up. 

In other ·words, there were 38,000,000 pounds less exported, 
which: added to the 159,000,000 pounds on hand in 1919, would 
lllake more than there was on hand in 1918, including the exports, 
and yet prices ha\e gone up. 

rOULTRY. 

Agnin, take the matter of poultry. In round numbers there 
'vere 40,000,000 pounds of poultry on August 1, 1919, as against 
18,000,000 pounds in 1918. Apparently "We exported more poul
try, and yet the price has gone up 4! cent per pound. These 
figures are irrefutable and no amount of mathematical leger
dc:>main can dispro\e them. 

Mr. President, I also ask unanimous consent to insert in the 
RECORD an advertisement of the Sanitary Grocery Co. (Inc.), of 
Washington, D. C., as it appeared in the E\ening Star of Monday, 
August 18, 1919. The advertisement is headed: 

Pas,ing the buck. It is a great national pastime, but we refuse to 
let anyone pass it to us. 

The advertisement, among other things, says: 
"·c are going to show ju t how much truth there is in the statement 

made by :Mr. L. B. H. Weld before the House Agricultural Committee, 
as reported in the Star and which we reproduce herewith. Mr. Weld 
is quoted as saying that eggs which represent the cost to the retailer of 
45 cents p<'r dozen were sold to the consumer at 75 and 80 cents per 
dozen. We challenge Mr. Weld or anyone else to produce evidence that 
anyone ever sold col<l-storage eggs in Washington at such a price. 

It appears that the next day l\lr. Weld denied that he had 
made such a statement as attributed to him in the Star, and the 
:-5tar admitted that he had made no such statement, and there-

LYITI--200 

upon there appeared .another advertisement from the Sanitary 
Grocery Co. to the effect that inasmuch as Mr. 'Veld did not 
charge that the Washington retailers had sold eggs· at 75 to 80 
cents per dozen, they considered the matter ended, and I believe 
apologized to l\1r. ·weld. 

1\lr. President, that is all right so far as the Washington re
tailers are concerned, but the figures submitted by l\Ir. ·weld and 
the figures gi\en in this advertisement were conclu ive that l\lr. 
'Veld had, either intentionally or unintentionally, misrepresented 
the facts and had misrepresented the profits received by the 
packers on eggs. 

From page 267 of tlle hearings of the Committee on Agricul
ture, cold-storage legislation, part 6, I quote as follo"Ws from 
l\lr. 'Veld's testimony: 
Approximate average mm·Tceting cost of eggs, Iou;a to TI"ashington, D. a., 

1.918. 
Price paid farmer in Iowa __________ _______ _____________ ___ $0. 33 
Expense of handling, bra<ling, and freight___________________ . 03?; 

Cost net storage in Chicago_________________________ . 36~ 
Storage expense (storage, insurance, and interest)------------ . 03 
Freight to Washington ----------------------------------- . 01?.; 
Selling, candling, and grading, including spoilage__________ ___ . 03 
Total profit storage and selling_____________________________ . 01 

Price delivered retail in Washington ________________ __ ~ 

Now, it may be true that Weld was misquoted as to what the 
retailer sold the eggs for in Washington, but he is not misquoted 
as to what the packer sold the eggs for, delivered to the retail
ers in Washington. l\Ir. ·weld says that they were delivered to 
the retailer in 'Vashington for 45 cents, and the packers made a 
total profit of 1 cent per dozen. The figures submitted by the 
Sanitary <I~cery Co. show that this statement is not true, but 
that the eggs were deli\ered from the packers at an average of 
about GO cents per dozen, or about 4 cents to 5 cents more profit 
per dozen on eggs than l\lr. TI"eld testified. In other \Tords, 1\Ir. 
Weld may h~\e made his peace with the retailers in Washington, 
but he has s1mply "passed the buck" to the people. 

The argument was made that because of our tncreased expor
tation of poultry prices of poultry are higher. As a matter of 
fact, Vi"e do not export poultry, and there is three times a. much 
poultry on hand this year as there was la t ~·ear. If the Jaw 
of supply and demand is in force, of course the price ougl")t to 
be cheaper, but as a matter of fact it is 4~ cents a pound higher. 
So it is with cheese, with beef, with lambs and mutton aml 
almost all articles of food. The stocks on hand in this couutry 
are enormously increased over those on hand last year, and at 
the same time the prices ha\e increased, and I say have in
creased largely over what we ha\e exported as well, taking those 
figures into consideration. 

l\1r. Sl\IOOT. l\1r. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ten

ne see yield to the Senator from, Utah? 
Mr. 1\IcKELL .. AR. I vield to the Senator. 
1\Ir. Sl\fOOT. Does n·ot the Senator really bc:>lieYe it is a splen

did thing to have more poultry, butter, and meat on band in cold
storage plants to-day than there was a year ago? · 

l\Ir. l\IcKELLAR. I am delighted to know that there is, and 
it ought to be correspondingly-cheaper to the people. It is not a 
good thing unless the people get the a(lvantage of it. What good 
is it to the people of the United States if it is held in cold storage 
waiting for higher prices? 
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Mr. SMOOT. I wish to call the Senator's attention to the fact 
that last year the exports were so heavy that they could not 
get the usual quantity of poultry and food protlucts into the 
cold-storage plants. 

1\Ir. l\IcKELLAll. Not exportation of poultry, because 
poultry i not exported. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. I sa\v only yesterday a statement that the GoY
ernment now has in cold-storage plants in New York nearly 
2,000,000 pounds of poultry. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is for our Army. 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly; but it is for exportation. 
1\Ir. l\lcKELLAll. It is exportation in one sen e, and in 

another sense it is not. As a matter of fact, that does not mean 
exportation. Sending it to our troops abroad is not exporting 
it. I have here a report from the Department of Agriculture 
which shows that there is no exportation of poultry. 

l\fr. SMOOT. I am only speaking of the exportation of poultry 
that went to our Army, because our Army was fed poultry, I 
think, two days a -week. I know that the Government has 
millions of pounds of poultry in cold-storage plants in this 
country. This is what I want to have borne in mind. It must 
be conceded by everyone that now is the time that the greatest 
quantities of butter and poultry should be found in cold storage, 
as the time of year for the greatest production has passed, and 
unless there is more in cold-storage plants in the country than 
there was a year ago at this time the prices during the coming 
winter will be e\en higher, if possible, than they were last 
winter. The Senator knows that poultry was sold at 90 cents 
a pound, and it was sold less than a month ago at 75 cents a 
pound here in the District. 

So, Mr. Pre ident, I think where cold storage is regulated as 
to the length of time products may remain there, it is a godsend 
to the American people that there is a cold-storage system in the 
country. 

Mr. McKELLAR. No one disputes that; and if the Senator 
means to say that he is in fa\or of regulation so as to make the 
packers and other cold-storage men do right, so as to make them 
obey the law of supply and demand, I agree with him entirely. 
What I ha\e asked for is the just regulation of cold storage. 
Nothing more. Of course, any man on earth with any sense 
knows that cold storage is one of the greatest benefactions to 
the human race. Nobody is against cold storage. 

Mr. SMOOT. I understood that the Senator was complain
ing of the amount of butter in cold storage and the amount of 
poultry in cold-storage plants to-day. 

:Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no; the Senator misunderstood me en
tirely. What I say is that under the cold-storage system now, 
unregulated, those who are engaged in the cold-storage business 
or the food business, and who use cold storage, can withhold 
the products from market at will or put them on the market at 
will, thus controlling the prices of food to the people; that the 
law of supply and demand is not in force as to them, because, 
practically without cost after having gone into cold storage, 
they can withhold products or put them on the market at will. 
That ought not to be the case. They ought to be regulated and 
forced to do what cold storage was intended for, to carry over 
from the season of plenty to the season of scarcity and give 
the people food during all seasons at reasonable prices. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think that is absolutely true, and I think, 
generally speaki!lg, that is done. I know if we had no cold 
storage for eggs, for instance, the price of eggs last winter 
would have been $2 a dozen. The Senator knows that there is 
a propaganda all over the United States to try to make the 
American people believe that the cause of high prices to-day is 
the cold-storage system. For instance, I notice that the papers 
report 5,000,000 eggs on hand in a cold-storage plant in the 
South. Kever before was the quantity reported except in cases. 
To state to-day to the American people that there -were 3,000 
cases of eggs on hand does not sound like very many eggs, but 
multiplied by the number of eggs that there are in a case it 
seems quite a number. 

There should be in the United States col<l storage of all 
necessaries of life sufficient to carry the supply over during the 
season in which there is little or no production. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I agree with the Senator entirely about 
that. There is no difference bet-ween us on that point. 

Mr. SMOOT. Any legislation that interferes with such a 
course will be most expensive legislation to the American people. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I agree with the Senator entirely in his 
last statement that there should be no interference with cold 
storage itself. The proper uses of cold storage should be en
com·aged rather than hindered. The bill which I ha\e intro
duced and which is now before the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce does not in the slightest degree affect the proper use 

, of cold storage or the institution of cold storage. The only thing 
\ it does is to reinstate the law of supply and demand as to food 

products kept in cold storage so that those who use cold storage 
can not use it for the purpose of boosting prices at will or con· I 
trolling prices. That is the substance of what is provided for 1 

in the bill. 
Now, let us see how it works, Senators, about propaganda. 

There is propaganda on both sides. On last Monday afternoon l 
there was an advertisement printed in the Washington Sta.r·J 
called "Passing the buck," and I desire to insert that ad\ertise· t 
ment in the RECORD. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 1 
that it may be inserted in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Witllout objection, it i so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: I 
[From the Evening Star, Monuay, Aug. 18, 1919.] 

"PASSL\"G THE BUCK "-IT's THE GREAT NATIONAL PASTDIEJ IlUT WE 
REFUSE TO LET ANYO:\'E PASS IT TO Us. 

We are going to show just how much truth there is in the statement 1 

made by Mr. L. B. H. Weld before the llouse Agriculture Committee as l 
reported in the Star and which we reproduce herewith. Mr. Weld is 
quoted as saying that eggs which represented a cost to the retailer of 45 
cents per dozen were sold to consumers for 75 cents and 80 cents per 
dozen. We challenge Mr. Weld or anyone else to produce evidence for 
the statement that anyone evl'.r sold cold-storage eggs in Washington · 
at such a price. 

In the first place he is speaking of cold-storage eggs-that is, eggs 
which were carried from the spring until fall in cold-storage warehouses. 
We handle a few eggs ourselves, anu the accusation of profiteering rests 
upon us as well as all other retailers. We feel that the public is fair- , 
minued, anu we ru·e going to present a few figures. You can then judge 
for yourself as to who, if anyone, profiteered, especially as 1\Ir. Weld says 
that 45 cents was the price at which the retailer should have bought 1 

theRe eggs. 
H 4~ cents per dozen was the price, why were we compelled to pay 

Swift & Co. the figures as Rhown on the immediate right'? 
• R ecapitulation of purchases. 

Dozens. Cost. 

Swift & Co ...•. ·-·-·-···----·-···-··-······ •..... ····--···.. 9 450 84,656.75 
1 

Armour & Co ..•• ·-···············--············-····----··· . 12;ooo 5,640.00 1 
Morris & Co. . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . • • . • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . 24,750 12,420. 00 
Cudahy Packing Co ...... _..... ......... .................... 29,910 14,437. 60 ~ 
Other purchases.- . .. .•. ·-·-····· · .•••.. ···-~·······--··..... 6, 750 3,465. oo · 

----1-----
TotaL .............. --·················-··············· 2,860 40,61 . 75 

Eighty-two thousand eight hundred and sixty dozen cold storage
or, as the newspaper reporters write it, nearly 1,000,000 eggs; to be 
exact it figures !)!)-±,320. Merely to show you that our eg~ distribution 
is a vital factor when considering a matter of this ltiud. 

We do not mention any purchases after January 1, 19H>. as sborU v 
thereafter we began handling fresh eggs only. Compare tilese fi!tllres 
with our cost prices on same date. · 

Evidence in black and white as to what the e eggs rct~ed for in 
our store. 

These prices taken from our ad.-ertisements wbich appenred in the 
Evening ~tar: 

Cents 
per dozen. 

Quoted Oct. 21, 1918 (cold-storage eggs)----------------------- 50 
Quoted Nov. 7, 1918 (cold-storage eg.,.~>---------------------- r:i0 1 

Quoted Nov. 11, 1918 (cold-storage eggs)----------------------- G2 
Quoted Nov. 21, 1918 ( cold-stor·age eggs)----------------------- 5G 
Quoted Nov. 2:5, 1918 (cold-storage egg ) ----------------- - ----- 37 

See any 75-cent or 80-cent prices here? 
For the month of December no advertised price were bown, but 

our records show that notwitllstanding increased co t to us our price 
on cold-storage eggs never exceeded :>7 cent . Also remember that the ' 
District Food Administration was in full swing until after January 1. 
1919. Let us quote from the fair price list in the E.-cning Star of 
December 6, 1918 : 

"Cold-storage eggs-dealer pay· GO cents to GG cents, sells G7 cents 
to 63 cents." . 

SllorUy after January 1 we discontinued the :::ale of sto1·age eggs, us 
it is usual for us to do each year. 

Prices following were quoted by us in the E"\'cniBg Star on each 
date indicated: 

Our sclliug price on fresh eggs was 
(Sec any 73·Cei1t or 0-cent egg· here?) 

1!)1(). 

Cents. 
Jan. 6------------------------------------------------------ 72 
Jan. 9---------------~-------------------------------------- 72 
Jan. 13----------------------------------------------------- 72 
Jan. 16-------------------~ --------------------------------- Gu , 
Jan. 20--------------------------------------------- -------- GG~ , 
Jan. 23----------------------------------------------------- v 1 

Jan. 27--------------------------------------------------~-- 65 
Jan. 30----------------------------------------------------- GG 
Fe~ 3---------------------------------------------------~- 55 
~:e: ~o-==================================================== 1g· Feb. 13 -------------------------------------------.!-------- 4!5 
Feb. 17 --------------------------------------------------- 45 
Feb. 20 ---------------------------------------------------- 45 
FeiJ. 24 ___ ------------------------~----------------------- 45 
Feb. 27 ---------------------------------------------------- 45 
~ar. 3---------------------------------~------------------- 45 
]lar. 6----------------------------------------------------- 4~ 
~ar. 10---------------------------------------------------- 4~ 
~ar. 13--------------------------------------------------- 45 
~Iar. 11---------------------------------------------------- 43 
~ar. 20---------------------------------------------------- 4~ 
Ma~ 26---------------------------------------------------- 43 
]Jar. 21---------------------------------------------------- 43 
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EGG PURCHASES FROM SWIFT & CO. 

[Cold-storage eggs.] 
All purchasl's were made by the John C. Letts Grocery Co. (Inc.), 

nnd delivererl to our various stores from warl'house at 52 0 Street NW. 
to be retailNl. All other purchases indicated in this advertisement were 
made in the same manner. 

Cost 
Dozens. per Value. 

dozen. 

--------------------------------~---------1------------------

1918. 
Purchased Nov. 15 . ...•.... .. .... • ••. • • ..••.••••••••••.. 
Purchased N"ov. 16 .... __ .......•• •. ••• .•.••••• •. ..••.... 
Purchased Nov. 25 .... .••• .••••••. .••...•••• • ••••••••. .. 
Purchased N o•. 'Zl . ..•••••••.•..... .•..••••••••••••• • .. . 
Purchased !'-< ov. 29 .•••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. 
Purchased ·ov. 30 ..•• ..•• ••.•..• •..•. •••• ..••.•••••• •.. 
Purchased Dec. 4 •.••••• • •• •••••••• ••••• ••••••••••••••• •• 

3,000 
750 

1,500 
750 

1,350 
600 

1,500 

Centa. 
47 
47 
5H 
51! 
511 
5H 
48i 

$1,410.00 
352.50 
772.50 
386.25 
695.25 
309.00 
731.25 

Total.. .. .. .............. . ...................... ... 9, 4.50 . • . • • • . • 4, 656. 7a 

Evidently none of l\Ir. Weld's 45-cent eggs from Swift & Co. 
Here are a few more purchases--all cold-storage stock : 

Fro11~ Armour & Co.-cold-sto1·age eggs, 1918. 
(Find any 45-cent eggs here?) 

NO\'. 4, 3,000 dozen at 46 cents ____________________ __ ___ _ 
Nov. 5, 3,000 dozen at 46 cents _________ _________ ____ __ _ 
No>. 7, 3.000 dozen at 46 cents ________________________ _ 
Dec. ti, 1,500 dozen at GO cents _________________________ _ 
Dec. ti, 1,500 dozen at 50 cents--------------------------

•rotal (12,000 dozen)------ - -------------- ------
From Morris & Co .-<;old-storage eggs, 1918. 

(Or here?) 

$1,380.00 
1,380.00 
1,380.00 

750.00 
750.00 

5,640.00 

Nov. 7, 7u0 dozpn at 48 cents--------------------------- $360. 00 
Nov. 21, 750 dozen at 49 cents___________ ____________ ___ 367. 50 
No>. 22, 120 dozen at 49 cents-------------------------- 5 . 80 
Nov. 22, 150 dozen at 49 cents_________________________ _ 73. 50 
Nov. 23, 480 dozen at 49 cents------------------------- - 235. ·20 
Nov . 25, ~.500 dozen at 49 cents___________ _________ ____ 735. 00 
Nov. 25, 150 dozen at 49 cents___________ ____ ___________ 367. 50 
Nov. 27, 750 dozen at 49 cents__________________________ 367. 50 
Nov. 30, 750 dozen at 49 cents__________________________ 367. 50 
Dec. 2, 750 dozen at 49 cents ____________ .:..______________ 367. 50 
Dec. 10, 1,500 dozen at 49 cents___________________ _____ _ 73:). 00 
Dec. 13, 600 dozen at 49 cents _______ .:. __________________ 294. 00 
Dec. 13, 13,500 dozen at 51 cents________________________ G. 885 . 00 
Dec. 20, 450 dozen at 49 cents__________________________ 220. 50 
Dec. 23, 450 dozen at 49 cents__________________________ 2:!0. 50 
Dec. 23, 1,500 dozen at 51 cents_____ _________________ __ 765. 00 

--------Total (24,750 dozen) ____________________________ 12,420.00 

!!'rom Cudahy Packing Co.-Cold-storage eggs, 1918. 
(Yes, here, but why didn't they stay there?) 

Nov. 4, 750 dozen, at 44~ cents__________________________ $333. 7i> 
ov. 8, 3,000 dozen, at 44?: cents____________ ____________ 1, 333. 00 

Nov. 9, 7GO dozen, at 44l cents__________________________ X3:~. 73 
Nov. 11, 1,500 dozen, at 46 cents________________ ________ 690. 00 
Nov. 12, 1 ,200 dozen, at 46 cents________ ______ ___ ______ _ fi:>2 . 00 
Nov. 12, 1,500 dozen, at 46 cents________ ______________ ___ 690. 00 
Nov. 14, 1,860 dozen, at 46 cents_____________________ ___ 855. 60 
Nov. 18. 1,500 dozen, at 47 cents_______________________ _ 712. 50 
Nov. HI, 1,500 dozen, at 47~ cents_______________ ________ _ 712. 50 
Nov. 20, 1,500 dozen, at 48~ cents----------------------- 727. 50 
Nov. 21, 1,500 dozen, at 4 ~ cents----------------------- 727. GO 
Nov. 22, 1,500 dozen, at 48 cents___________ ____ _________ 727. 50 
Nov. 2G, 2.250 dozen, at 49 cents_________________________ 1, 102. 50 
Nov. 27, 2,2GO dozen, at 49 cents_______ ____ ____________ 1, 102. 50 
Nov. 30, 1,500 dozen, at 49 cents____________________ ____ 73:>. 00 
Dec. 20, 1,500 dozen, at u3 cents____ _______________ ______ 793. 00 
Dec. 21, 2,100 dozen. at 53 cents________________________ 1, 113. 00 
Dec. 2:!, 750 dozen, at 53 cents________ ____________ ______ 397. 50 
Dec. 23, 1,500 dozen, at u3 cents________________________ _ 795. 00 

---------
Total (29,910 dozen)----------------------------- 14, 437. 60 

Other pm·chases cold-stomge eggs, 1918. 
Nov. 18, 1,500 dozen, at 50 cents __ _-________ ____________ _ 
Nov. 19, 1,GOO dozen, at GO cents _______________________ _ 
Nov. 23, 1,500 dozen, at 52 cents _____________________ __ _ 
Nov. 26, 1,500 dozen, at 52 cents _____________________ __ _ 
Dec. 13. 750 dozen, at u4 cents _________________________ _ 

$750. 00 
730.00 
780.00 
780. 00 
405. 00 

---------
Total (6,730 dozen>-------~---------------------- 3, 463. 00 

[From the Evening Star, Aug. 16.] 
TIET.HLER'S PROFIT OX EGGS INDIC.lTED-L. B. H . WELD CO~IP.ARES PI:ICE 

CHARGED WITH COST OF DELIVERY O:S MARKET. 

"While consumers in Washington were paying 75 and 80 cents a dozen 
for eggs last winter they represented au investment of 33 cents to the 
farml:'r and 4G cents deli>ereu to the retailer, according to testimony by 
L. n. IT. Weld, m:mager of commercial research for Swift & Co., before 
the House Agricultural Committee, which is investigating the high price 
of cold-storage products. 

The price paid for the eggs to a farmer in Iowa, according to 1\Ir. 
Weld. was 33 cents a dozen. Expense of handling, grading, and freight 
was ;p. cents, making a total cost of 36~ cents in the cold storagt> in 
Chicago. Storage expense is 3 cents, freight to Washington, 1?; cents; 
selling. candling, grading, and spoilage, 3 cents ; and profits of storage 
and selling is 1 cent. This brings the total to 45 cents a dozen, when 
the eggs reach the Washington retailers. 

Mr. Weld estimated that 6~ to 66 per cent of the retail price goes to 
he farmer if eggs are sold at 50 or 5:~ cents. 

Mr. Weld told the committee that profit of the packers on beef and 
veal in storage is about one-half cent a pound. H e said that the beef 
brought to Washington ilas been killed only two weeks. 

[From the Sunday Star, .Aug. 17, 1919. First page, column 8.] 
BELIEVE RETAILEP.S rROFITEER. 

While the packers and other big corporate interests may be respon
sible for a general boosting of prices throughout the country, the mem
bers of the District committees have been told that retail dealers here 
l1ave been profiteering. The Federal Trade Commission report on the 
high pri"ces of shoes malle it pl:lin that the commis. ion had found the 
retail dealers making exorbitant profits. The testimony of a commercial 
expert for one of the packers before the House Committee on Agriculture 
showed exactly what it <:ost to buy eggs from farmers in Iowa and to 
deliver them to the retailer in Washington-43 cents at a time that the 
coilsumer was being charged 75 and 80 cents. 

These two instances are a matter of record before Congress, and ?!Iem
l•ers of the House committee say they can produc~ similar testimony 
along other lines. 

Why let an outsider come into ·washington and bring :m accusation 
of this kind against hundreds of reputable merchants oi this city? .Ask 
him to prove it with figures. 

We are in hopes the House Agricultural Committee will recall Mr. 
W eld and have hlm tell them what became of all the 45-cent eggs that 
Washington dealers were not able to buy even from the firm he " re
searches " for. 

We have researcht>d several times ourselves-and haven't found many. 
When you read testimony of this character about how the retail 

grocer has been gouging you 
Call on us. Perhaps we can pull the facts and figures and prove to 

you that 
You have been misinformed. 
l\1r. McKELLAR. I desire to ren<l from that ad1ertLement 

these words : 
" Passing the buck." 
It"s the great national pastime. But we refuse to let anyone pass it 

to us. 
We are going to show just how mnch truth there is in the statement 

made by Mr. r,_ B. H. Weld before the !louse Agricultural Committee 
as reported in the Star and which we reproduce herewith. Mr. Weld 1.: 
quoted as saying that eggs which represented a cost to the retailer of 
45 cents per dozen were . old to con umers for 73 cents and 80 cents 
per dozen. We challenge Mr. Weld ot· anyone els·e to produce evidence 
for the statement that anyone ever sold cold-storage eggs in Washington 
at such a price. 

That ad>ertisement is signed by the Sanitary Grocery Co., 
of Washington, D. C. It is rather a remarkable fact that on 
the next day another at::h-ertisement came out in the Star about 
this matter, in which the Sanitary Grocery Co. admitted that 
they had misquote(] l\Ir. Weld in reference to certain matters 
contained in that report. The advertisement was to the effect 
that l\lr. 1Veld had brougllt proof to them that he had not said 
that the retailers of 1Vashington had. retailed. those eggs at 75 
cents a dozen, but had said they were sold at some GO-odd 
cents a dozen, anu they therefore made l\1r._ 1Veld an apology 
for haYing advertised the matter in the way they did. Bnt, 
unfortunately for l\lr. Weld and for those whom he represents, 
when he got the Sanitary Grocery Co.'s apology he was simply 
" passing the buck ' ' to the American people. 

I want to read to the Senate just \That l\Ir. Weld <.lid say, fer 
it is nry short. I read from his testimony before the House 
Committee on Agriculture. I desire to call the especial atten
tion of the Senate to these figures submitted by Mr. WelU: 

Approximate average marketing cost of eggs, Iowa to Washington, 
D. C., 1 18, price paid to farmer in Iowa , 33 cents. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. KENYO~] is present ancl can tell 
what the farmers of his State got for ego-s last year. 

Expense of handling, grading, and freight, 3~ cents. 
Making total of 36Ji cents in Iowa. 
Cost into storage in Chicago, 3G~ cents. 
To that Mr. 'Veld adds: 
Storage expense (storage, insurance, and interest), 3 Cl'nts. 
Frt'ight to " "ashington, H centR. . 
Selling, candling, and grading (including spoilage), 3 cents. 
Total profit (storage and selling), 1 cent. 
Tllnt is the total profit to the packer. 
Price delivered to retailer in w-ashington, 4;:; cents. 
In other " ·ords, l\lr. "\Veld's· testimony is to the effect the 

packers \Yere not profiteering but were making only 1 cent a 
clozen upon egg . That is the reasonable inference from his 
testimony. I take it that tllere can not be any dispute about 
that. 

The a<.h-ertlsement that the Sanitary Grocery Co. publish~tl 
on Monday last produces the bills and the amounts of money 
paid by it to the packers. Senators can read the a<lyertisement 
in the RECORD. There are in it to be found quite a number of bills 
mounting into the thousands of dozens of eggs and thousands of 
dollars. The average price is a little less than 50 cents a <lozen 
to retailers here in 'Yashington. In other words, instead of the 
packers, according to 1\lr. 1Veld's testimony and according to 
these paid bills for eggs bought by the Sa nitary Grocery Co., 
being delivered to the retailers in 'Ya~hington at a cent profit 
to the packers, they were deliYered according to this proof. at 
between 5 and 6 cents profit to the packers per <lozen. Of course, 
a little difference of 4 or G cents l\Ir. Weld may not think ma
terial, but considering the millions of dozen. of eggs tllat are 
sold in this country the difference will be yery great. hlL". 
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Weld ev·d ntly desired to submit to the committee that the I Mr. TOWNSEND. If we could find a particular shipment of 
packers' profit was only 1 cent per dozen. He evidently believed eggs and could trace that shipment from the farmer to the con
that was a reusonnble profit. He thought that would appeal to sumer, we would obtain some information that would be ex
anyone as reasonable. The figures of this advertisement show ceedingly valuable to us in . determining whether or not. there 
that the packers made, in round number·, 5 cents additional on has been profiteering. 
the very eggs Mr. Weld was talking about. Five cents 11 dozen l\Ir. 1\lcKELL.A.R. I will say to the Senator, in answer to his 

ould mean a great saving to many families buying eggs. suggestion, that the set of figure:S in this advertisement is as 
Mr. TOW 1 SEND. Mr. President-- perfect proof as any I have seen. Evidently the Sanitary 
l\1r. l\IcKELLAR. I yield to tbe Senator from Michigan. Grocery Co., of Washington, felt that it had not been pr fiteer-
1\Ir. TOWNSEND. Were any of the ~ggs sold here to dealers ing, and according to its figure!'!. it surely had not; :::tlld evidently 

at the prices suggested by l\Ir. Weld? the Sanitary Grocery Co., of Washington, to use its own Ian-
l\1r. 1\IcKELL.A.R. I will give the prices to the Senator . . The guage, wanted to "pass the buck" to some one el e. I am 

grocery company bought, it sePms, from several cold-storage using simply the language employed by it. It does give the 
hou. es, . everal packing companie . On ~ovember 4, 3,000 dozen exact prices that it paid, and also gives the exact prices that it 
at 46 cents; on November 5, 3,000 dozen at 46 cents; on Novem- received. According to its figures, there was no pl.·ofiteering, 
ber 7, 3,000 dozen at 46 cents; on December 5, 1,500 dozen at 50 but t.he profiteering was done by the packers. 
cents· and on December 5, 1,500 dozen at 50 cents. Mr. TOWNSEND. l\1ay I ask the Senator who is l\1r. Weld? 

From l\Iorris & Co.-all of th e are cold-storage eggs-they :Mr. McKELLAR Mr. Weld is the agent of one of th~ pack-
bought on November 7, 750 dozen at 48 cents; November 21, 750 ers, so I am informed-I forget which; perhaps all of them, 
dozen at 49 cents; November 22, 120 dozen at 49 cents. but I think primarily of Swift & Co. I do not know, of course, 

l\Ir. WE'ld testified they were all delivered here at 45 cents. just how his salary is paid; I do not know anything about that. 
l\Ir. TOWKSEND. That they were all delivered at 45 cents? 1\Ir. Swift has not answered my question on that Rubject yE't. 
1\Ir. 1\fcKELLA.R. H e figured that they were all delivered at I am merely calling attention to the very marked difference be-

45. cents. tween his testimony and the unquestioned facts as submitted in 
Now, so that the SE'nate may have the figures showing that this adverti ement, and showing why Mr. Weld might have 

the [JI'i ce goes consider:1bly aboYe this amount, I read the fol- thought that when the Sanitary Grocery Co. apologized for hav-
10\":ing: ing put into -ills mouth the statement that the Sanitary Grocery 

HiO d ozen , at 49 cents. Co. and other retailers here in Washington had heen selling 
48_0 ctozcn, at 49 cents. eggs at 75 and 80 cents a dozen that that cleaned the slate ; 
l.nOO dozen, at 4!> cents. b t th t t f · th d' 1 · 1 111 v 
750 floz<'n, at 49 c~nts. u e po en act m ese 1se o ures 1s t 1at .~_, r. \ eld \vas 
7r,o dozt•n, at 49 c<>nts. trying to show to t.he Agricultural Committee of the House that 
7g0 dozPn, at 49 cents. the company only receiYecl 1. cent profit, when, according to 
7u0 dozen, at 4 9 c<>ntl:; . til f t t t d · til fi l ti t th · d' l,:JOO d ozen, at 49 c£>nts. e ac s s a e rn -e rst af ver emen , at are un 1sputed 
600 ilozen, at 4!> cent: . in the second advertisement-and of course they would haye 
13.1300 dozen, at 51 ct> nt · been disputed if they bad not be n true-aml thP fact hown 
410 dozPn, at 49 cen ts. b th b' ll h' h t d h · .1 b 
450 dozen, at 49 c<>nt ·. y e 1 s on w lC paymen WilS rna e, t E'Y recen-·eu ehveen 
1 ,500 dozen, at 51 cents. 5 and 6 cents profit on some e~gs. Whether that is an unu uai 
From the Cmlahy Packing Co. the prices were on November profit, whether that is profitt·e.ring, I am not prepared to say, 

4, 44-k cents per dozen, and on December 23, 53 cents . Other thouah I think it i , and evidently 1\I:r-. Weld thought uch a 
pri<'es run for other cold- torage eggs bought from other com- figure was, as he testified the packers only madP 1 cent; but 
panies from 50 cents to 54 cents. In other words, the lowest I agree with the Senato1· from 1\lichigil.n about the desirability 
prke was 4H cents a dozen and the highest price was 54 cents- of having other f acts. We ouo-ht to have the packers show us 
an ayerage vf between 49 and 50 cents. what they are paying the producers for the egg~ . If tlw y are 

l\lr. TOWNSE~D. The testimony shows, then, that in some wrong about wh t they sell them for-if they are 4 or G cents 
ca. es eggs were sold here at a price less than the price testified wrong about what they ell them for, as shown in the facts 
to by ltlr. Weld. herein published-it is reasonable to suppo e that they mny be 

l\Ir. 1\lcKELL~ill. In only a few cases. mistaken as to the amount they paid to the producers of the 
1\lr. TOWNSEND. In only a few cases. eggs and the real facts might double the amount of their profits . 

• ?lfr. 1\fcKELLAR. Only as to 4,500 dozen. The producers should bt protected as well as the consumer·. 
l\fr. TOWNSEND. The Senator from Tennessee is basing this Those are the things that I wi h to call to the attention of 

all on Iowa eggs. the Senate to-day. I put these statistics in the RECORD so that 
Mr. McKELLAR. On Iowa eggs; ye . Senators may read them and see how fallacious the argument 
l\fr. TOWr'SE:ND. Has the price of Iowa egas remained the is that it is because of our exports prices are going up this 

snme during all of the period covered by these shipments? year. The export have little influence on price , as th se 
Mr. l\IcKELLAR. It is not e~"{>lained whether it bas or not. .figures show, and can not have an influence on the pric ~ so 

Are Iowa eggs, for in tance, different from 1\Iichiga..n eggs? I long as unrestricted, unregulated cold storage is permitted in 
<lo not know that there is any difference between them. this country. 

ltlr. TOWNSEND. I am thinking about Michigan egg . 1\Ir. PAGE. 1\Ir. President, I have just li. tened to the re-
l\1r. 1\fcKELLAll. Are Michigan eggs better than I owa eggs? marks of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 1\IcKEr.r.AR] on the 
1\Tr. TOWNSEND. No. high cost of living. I have in my hand a letter from E. S. 
1\Ir. l\1cKELLA.R. I know something about eggs, but I did Brigham, Commissioner of Agriculture of Vermont, a man of 

not linow that there was that difference between eggs coming recognized ability, and it seems to me so pertinent to the re
from Iowa and those coming from Michigan. marks that have just been made by the Senator from Tenn .. ee 

l\Ir. TOWNSEND. Of course, there are no better eggs in the that I am going to send it to the desk and ask that it be read. 
world than 1\Ii<'higan eggs; but what I de ire to get at is that It is only about 20 lines in length. _ 
the price of egg in Michigan, as I suppose in every other place, The PRESIDING OFFICER The Secretary will read the 
differs from week to week, and sometimes from day to day. communication. 

1\Ir. McKELLAR. Of course it does. The Secretary read as follows : 
Mr. TOWNSEND. I was 'vondering how the Senator could 

fix the price at 33 cents, or whatever the Senator did fix it at, 
and say that he is comparing that with the selling price for that 
whole period, without knowing what the eggs actually cost. 

1\Ir. McKELLAR. The Senator will remember that I am not 
fixin" these prices or this method of arriving at prices at all; 
but what I am doing is what the Senator is doing-criticizing 
what the agent of the packers has done when he tmdertakes to 
fix the price at which the retailers in Washington receive their 
eggs at 45 cents a dozen. Of course that is not correct; any
body in the world would know that it was not correct. 

l\lr. TOWNSE~D. Mr. Pre~ident, I am •ery much in favor 
of the object the Senator from Tennessee has in getting exact 
information, for unless we do have all the facts and all the cir
!!umstances surrounding them, statements will be misleading 
and of no value to us at all. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Of course. 

Hon. C. S. P ACE, 
Washington, D . 0. 

STATE OF VERMONT, 
DEPARTl\lEJNT OF AGRI CU LTCRE, 

Montpelier, August 13, 191,. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: I was somewhat surprised to read the President's 
addre s on the high cost of living and to see his announcement that 
credits and facilities for shipping our whea~ abroa d would be so con
trolled that the price of wheat here would be held down. 

When the guaranteed minimum price of $~.26, Chi en go basis, wa.s 
fixed September 2, 1918, the P resident promi ed to appoint a commis
sion to investigate the fairness of this price in tbe spring of 191!J and 
to make adjustment if condition warranted. Now tbat the war is 
closed, it seems to me an imposition upon the Amf>Ii cnn wh~at r ni er 
for the Government to use its powers of manipulati ng M'e<li t and , hip
ping facilities so that the Pre!;1idf>n t 's guaranteed min unum 'vill become 
in effect a maximum, an<l thi without any investigation ;'. to whl't ber 
the present pric.f> cf wheat yield to tbe prodnc<>r a fair r turn . 

I noted also that the Presi<ll'n t a ke<l Congres. for a cont inua tion 
of the food-control act in time of pea ce. I served in the Focd Adminis
tration long enough to secure evidf>nce that the food-control act was 
used to the great disadvantage of the producer in manipulating prices 
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in "\\ays which a.r'e unkno~;n to the puulic. It seems t o me that the 
best r emedy for the hi~b cost of living i;; t o allow prices of food com
modities to rise to the po;nt wllere farruer can hire lubor to produce 
these commodities in competition with t he railroads and other classes 
of industry . When this is clone we may have an increased production, 
which will solve our problem. On the other band, if we make condi
tions ~uch that wages and profits f or food producers are below those in 
any other line of business, we must expeet a continuing decreased pro
duction, which will eventun.lly r esult in hunge.r. 

I presume that the admini tra tion leuder::> will present a bill in Con
gress which will continue the food-cen tral a ct into peace times, and I 
beliHc that if any uch measure is pa !':Sed i t should be very carefully 
drawn, so that a commission of men will not baYe power to manipulate 
prices as their fancy may dicta te. 

Very truly, yours, 
E. s. llRICH.Lll, 

Co mmissioner of Agriculture. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the Senator from \ermont has 
Youchecl for the· ability and integrity of the writer of this letter. 
The writer strongly arraigns the Food Administration, with 
which, as I understood the letter, lle was for some time asso
ciate(}. In Yiew of his charges, I think this letter should be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, which 
is now investigatinO' this subject; and I venture the suggestion 
that the committee should subp~na this gentleman as a witness, 
in order that he may gi\e testimony as to the maladministra
tion, if such there was, of the Foocl Administration and furnish 
information to aid in determining the important question which 
is now receiving attention at the hands of the committee. 

I therefore move, if a motion is necessary, that the letter be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture ::tnd Forestry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that course 
will be pursued. 

LEASING OF OIL LA-DS. • 
Tile Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resmnecl the con-

sideration of the bill (S. 2775) to promote the mining of coal, 
ph~ phater oil, gas, and sodium on the public domain. 

1\Ir. ·SMOOT. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER CUr. C.ALDER in the chair}. The 

Secretary will cull the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the follo'\'ti:ng Senatot·s an

swered to their names : 
Ball Gay Nelson 
Bankhead Hale New 
Brandegee Harris Norris 
Calder Hendevson Nugent 
CCaoptp.er Hitchcock Overman 

11 .Johnson, S.Dak. Owen 
Culberson .Tones, Wash. Page 
Curti Kendrick Phelan 
Dial King Phipps 
Elkins Kirby Poindexter 
Fall La. Follette Ransdell 
Fernald Lenroot Sheppard 
Fletcher McKellar Simmons 
France McNary Smith, Ariz. 
Frelinghuysen Myers Smoot 

Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland: 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
Wolcott 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-sa\"en Senators ha\e an
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. 1\fr. President, abDut 12 years ago there was an 
agitation started in the Unitecl States to lease the public lands 
containing oil, gas, phosphate, sodium, and coal. There has not 
been a Congress since that time that bills have not been intro
duced in Congress for the purpose of leasing such public lands. 

In the first place, lllr. President, I wish to say that I ha\e 
been in the past opposed to a leasing system. I ha ye been 
honest in my opposition to it, because of the fact that I thought 
that such a policy would not be the best way of cleveloping an 
increased production of such minerals. I still have that feel
ing; but, notwithstanding that and knowing the situation as 
it exists in the United State.c:; to-day which llas been brought 
so forcibly to tile attention of the country by the recent war, I 
realize that there must be some change in the policy of our Go\
crnment respecting public lands that has been in force for the 
pnst 12 years. 

There are hundreds of millions of acres of the public domain 
withdrawn from entry of all kinds, and through those with
drawals new development of the natural resom·ces in the west
ern States has practically ceased, and something must be done 
to change present conditions. Various compromises have been 
rmggested. Bills ha\e been introduced incorporating in them. 
not only the leasing system, but also a system of private owner
ship in connection with a leasing system. I never have been 
in favor of that double-headed system. I do not believe it 
ever would be :1 success. If we are to develop the public lands 
of the ·west, and if \ve are to begin the exploration ancl the ilis
coYery of these minerals so necessary for tile prosperity of our 
country, legislation must be ha(4 and had at an early date. 

It was for that purpose that I introduced, on June 2, 1919r 
Senate bill 1269, to promote the mining of coal, phosphate, oil,. 
gus, and soclium on the public domain. I have noticed in the 

p:re ··s numbers of reference' to the bill, all s tating that it wa~ 
a bill following the conference report on the leasing bill t:nat 
was before this body at the last ses. ion of Congress. All such 
report··, lUr. President, are untrue. The conference report on 
the bill that was before the Senate at the last session of 
Congre. ·s not only had the leasing system incorporated in it, 
but it contained a pronsion that a certain percentage of oil 
lands obtained through a prospecting permit shoulll be patented 
to the permittee, and in coal lands it was left discretionary 
with the Secretary of the Interior whe ther they were solU 
outright in case a satisfactory lease could not be obta.ineu. 
Senate bill 2775 has no such proYisions. 

Senate bill 1269, introduced by myself, was a bill that was 
taken up by the Committee on Public Lands for considerntion. 
Amenclments were offered to that bill, and when finally com
pleted by the auoption of a number of amendments it wa 
ordered to be reintroduced, wllich was done by me on August 15-~ 
and that print now before the Senate shows the original bill 
mth the amendments agreed to by the committee. 

1\Ir. KING. l\Ir. President, will my colleague yielcl? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. C.llJ)ER in the chair). D()(' 

the Senator from Utah yield to his colleague? 
1llr. SMOOT. I do. 
ltrr. KING. I did not quite under tund the statement of my 

colleague with respect to the bill fi1·st introduced and wbicb 
became tile basis of the bill under consideration. \\as that bill 
in trod need at thi session? 

_J\rr. Sl\100'1'. It was introduced J.:>y me on June 2, 1919. I 
Will say to the Senator that there were a number o-f amendment-· 
to that bill adopted by the committee, and theY nre incorporated 
in Senate bill 2775. - • 

l\1r. Kh'G: A I recall, there was a measure agTeed npon at 
the last sesswn of CongresN by the conferee after it had been 
he1cl i~ conference for a number of months. I hn.\e had no op
portunity to compnre the present measure viitll the one whiclr 
was then agreed upon. Is there any substantial difference be~ 
tween this bill ancl that one? 

Mr. _S~100T. The difference js that Se11ate bHI ~143 is purely 
a lea ·mg measure, "'llile-----

1\Ir. KL ' G. If my colleague will still pardon me. the bill 
agreeu_ ~pon. at. the last_ sesNion was a lensing bill; lmt there was 
a pronswn rn It that title cou1cl be aequired to a portion of th~ 
Jand. that ·were corered by the permits or by the lea. ·es. 

1\Ir. S:\IOOT. Tllat i true, and I thought I llad made that 
pia~ in the ta tement I made a few moment ago. There is 
no t~tle uncler the_ ~ending bill acquired to any portion of the 
public rands contarnrng the numerals named in the bill. A lease 
only can be obtained. 

lllr~ KL~G. 1Yould it interrupt mY co11eafYue if I ·houlllmake 
a further inquiry? ~ "' 

lUr. S~lOOT. Kot in the Jeast. 
Mr. KING. I regret very much that this bill doef.l not con

tain tile proYL<sion to which reference has just been made. While 
I am opposed to this bill, and while I was opposed to the bill 
which ·was agree-d upon at the last se~sion, becau I am abso
lutely o:pposed to the leasing system, the paternalism, the bu
reaucrn:eyr the autocracy, the rm-Americun system that the leas
ing system entails, ne\e-rtheless there wns a proYision in that 
bill that permitted the acquisition of title to a portion of the 
leased ground. ')as there any good reason why that pro\ision 
which was a sort of a cure for some of the follies of the bm' 
and \indicated it somewhat, should not be incluclecl in this bill i 

llir. SMOOT. The only reasons I know of are that members 
of the committee thought that double-lleaded system of llancmn.-. 
tbe public lands would pro\e a failure, and others belieYed that 
the public Jand" containing the miDerals coYered in this bill 
·houlcl ne\er pas~ out of the control and ownership of the GoY

ernment. ..:-\.s far as I am co~cerned, as I stated. I would prefer 
either one system or the other. and ] will say to n1y collea"'ne 
that that is the reu ·on why I intrortuced the bill as a strai7,.ht 
leasing proposition. o 

:Mr-. LE~TROOT. lUr. Pre ·i(}ent, will the Senator yielcl? 
l\lr. S:\100T. Yes; I yielu. · 
l\Ir. LE~ROOT. One \ery good reason, among nlll.lly others, 

why title should ·not be conveyecl is that "\Tith a full title con
yeyed there could be no superyislon owr the operation of the 
wells. A ~ingle well in a producing oil field, if not properly 
carer! for so us to preyent water from getting into tile oil sands 
may destroy an entire field; and with full title granted ther~ 
could be no "\\ay of preYenting that kind of a catastrophe in a 
field. 

J\lr. KI ... "G. If my colleug.n ,n_u p~rmit me, of course tile 
argument the- Si>nator has just made i:s a1;1 argument against the 
alienation of an;\? oil lands l>y the Gon~rnment. 

J\lr. LEXROOT. Certainly. 
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Mr. KING. And I do not think that argument is one which 
is sound; I do not think it is one which ought to prevail in 
uetermining the policy of the Government with respect to its 
1mblic lands. As I said, I believe in the alienation of the public 
lands. I think they ought to be gotten out into the hands of 
individuals. Private ovmership is the basis of the prosperity of 
the American people. The other system is alien to democratic 
institutions and to our form of Government. I think it is per
nicious. 

Mr. McKELLAR. l\lr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 

yield to the Sen a tor from Tennessee? 
Mr. SMOOT. Just a moment. In a letter dated July 29, 

1919, from the Secretary of the Interior to me upon this subject 
the Secretary makes the following statement : 

Senate bill 126!) is purely a leasing measure, containing no provision 
for patents except upon valid claims initiated prior to withdrawal and 
maintained in full compliance with existing law. Although I originally 
suggested the giving of a patent to prospectors of a part of the land 
upon which discoveries have been made, thinking it would be an in
centive to exploration, I am now convinced, after mature consideration, 
that a straight leasing measure should be enacted, and I find that is the 
desire of people interested in mineral development generally. 

Mr. President, I have lived with this legislation, as it were, 
for nearly 10 years. I am in close touch, not only with the 
men producing oil to-day, but I have been in close touch with 
the men who desire to go upon the public domain and prospect 
for oil and take their chances in disco\ering oil ; but all known 
oil lands have been tied up by withdrawals for many years past 
and prospecting upon public lands has been limited indeed. I 
think now without a moment's hesitation l can truthfully 
state that there are at least 95 per cent of all the men who 
have been interested in this subject and who are bitterly op
posed to the leasing system, as I was and as I am, are to-day 
saying that under the situation as it exists in the country the 
best thing to do is to try a leasing system, and the best plan 
is to prepare a bill along the line that will best meet the situa
tion ; and that is what I have tried to do. 

Mr. THOl\1AS. Doe not the Senator think it is the only 
thing to do in view of the later decisions of the Supreme Court? 

1\Ir. Sl\lOOT. I think so, 1\lr. President, and particularly 
with the power, I was going to say, of the Secretary of the 
Interior or the Secretaries of the different departments to pre
\ent action upon any kind of bill that may be presented to 
Congress unless it pro\ides a leasing system and to their liking. 

1\1r. WALSH of Montana. l\fr. President--
1\lr. Sl\lOOT. I yield to_ the Senator. 
1\lr. 'VALSH of Montana. By the kindness of the Senator 

from Utah, I wish to say a word with reference to a remark 
made just a moment ago by the junior Senator from Utah 
[l\Ir. KING]. I desire to say to the Senator from Utah that 
there are quite a number of Senators here on both sides of the 
Chamber who sympathize very keenly with the feeling he has 
e:s::pres ed, and they ha\e repeatedly expressed themselves simi
larly during the course of a long struggle extendin(7 now over 
a period. of six year. to my knowledge, with this matter now 
before the Senate. But I desire to remind the Senator from I 
Utah that there is growing up a sentiment, embryonic as yet I 
hope, that no disposition whatever should be made of the pub
lic land. containing these valuable mineral deposit , either by 
alienation or by lease; that they ought to be reserved altogether 
and be pro 11ected and developed and operated by the Govern
ment, a vlan of disposition which I apprehend would be even 
more objectionable to the Senator from Utah, if I haYe correctly 
estimated his views. 

A great many of us ha\e felt compelled, with reference to 
this legi lation, to yield something of our own views concerning 
what ought to be clone in order to secure some development of 
these lands, and I suggest to the Senator that by opposing this 
measure he is serving the purpose of those who do not want any 
legislation on this ubject at all, in the hope that the sentiment 
of which I ha\e spoken will grow and develop until it will be 
iwpos. ible to get legislation of this character or of the charac
ter which he thinks ought to be enacted. 

l\lr. SMOOT. In this connection I wish to say, if the reports 
that come to me are true, it would not surprise me to have this 
administration make, before this bill becomes a law, a recom
mendation that all coal upon the public domain and the opera
tion of oil wells, including those that are in operation to-day 
and tho~-e that are yet to be discovered, be operated by the Gov
ernment. 

l\Ir. l\lcKELLAll. l\Ir. President--
1\Ir .• l\100T. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 
l\lr. McKELLAR. I . desire to ask the Senator from Utah 

about section 1 of the bill. It is limited apparently to citizens 

of the United States, and the statement is made that no alien 
shall ever be permited to own any interest. Merely by way of 
suggestion, I should like to know from the Senator what effect 
he thinks that would have on our citizens in certain South 
American countries and in l\iexico, and ought there not to be 
some limitation on that matter? I simply throw it out a a 
suggestion. I have not thought it out myself. . 

l\1r. SMOOT. If the Senator from Tennessee will allow me 
to proceed, I assure him that that pro\ision of the bill will be 
discussed at some length, and I prefer to discuss it later. I 
might state that I agree with the Senator that there is <>Teat 
apprehension expressed by Senators, and the committee"' had 
some misgiving as to just what effect that pro\i ion of the bill 
is going to ha\e upon foreign countries. It is a question as to 
what is the best policy to pursue. · 

:-rhe committee decided ultimately that it i the best policy 
to follow the course as outlined in the last paragraph of ection 
1. But, as I said, that will be discu sed late1~ when we reach it. 

l\fr. President, there are withdrawn from all development 
6,500,000 acres of the public domain supposed to contain oil or 
in other words, designated as oil lands. There are 2,7oo',ooo 
acres of phosphate lands withdrawn in the same way. There 
are 3,500,000 acres of oil-shale lands that ha\e already been 
classified. There are 43,700,000 acres of coal lands "ithdrawn, 
and of those 43,700,000 acres the Go\ernment up to the pre ent 
time has classified as coal lands only 27,300,000 acres. That 
vast acreage of the public domain, all situated in the western 
part of our country, has been tied up for years, pre\enti.ng any 
form of development. No deyelopment upon these lands can 
be made to-day. The time has come, in the opinlon of the Com
mittee on PtflJlic Lands, that legislation mu t be pas ·ell in 
order that these great undeveloped resources of our country 
shall be made use of by the American people. 

When I "·as told 12 years ago that such withdrawals would 
be made, and that no development upon these lands shou1d be 
allowed until the western Senators bad agreed to a leasing ys
tem, I doubted at that time whether the program would be car
ried out. It has been carried out, and to-day w.e find that there 
is an actual scarcity of some of the minerals enumerated in the 
pending bill. I say now that unless there is a change in policy 
and the deYelopment of the lands for the minerals begins at an 
early time it will cost the American people millions of dollar: 
and perhaps the loss of a great portion of their foreign com
merce. 

In all of the other leasing bills lliat have been reported fa
vorably to the Senate by the Committee on Public Land., the 
provisions of the bill applied to the Grand Can~·on National 
Park and to the Mount Olympus National Monument. The com
mittee thought that the park and the monument ought to be 
eliminated from the bill. There was opposition to such action, 
but the reason given that appealed to the committee wa · that 
the initiation of mineral claims bad been used as a cloak to 
interfere with the full and free use of the park by the public. 
That has . reference more particularly to the Grnnd Cam·on 
National Park. Your committee thought that if coal indica
tions "·ere. uch in the Grand Canyon Tational Park as to ju tify 
prospecting for it, legislation could be passed covering that 
particular park, and so with the 1\Iount Olympus Monument. 
It was for tho e reason , Mr. President, that the committee 
decided to strike them out from Senate bill 1269. 

There is a provision in section 1 of the bill referred to by the 
Senator from Tennessee [l\1r. l\IcKELLAR], found on page 2 of 
the bill, that has never yet appeared in any leasing bill offer d 
in t11e Senate or reported out from a comrnlttee of the Senate or 
\Oted on by either House. That provision is as follow. : 

Pr_ov ided, ~hat no alien ~hall, by stock owner~bip or otherwise, own 
any mt~rest m a le~se acqmred undm: the provisiOns of this act, except 
as heremafter PFOVlded •. and all certificates for stock hereafter i. sued 
in any .corporat~on bavmg such a lease ball !"pecifically and clearly 
show this pro•is10n on the face thereof. 

There are very few Senators in the Chamber at the pre~ nt 
time, l\Ir. President, and I know a number of the members of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations are intere. ted in this 
provision of the bill, so I would prefer now to pass it over 
until they are present and then dis~uss tlie que tion when there 
is a motion to strike it out or the question is brought up by 
one of the members of the Foreign Relations Committee. That 
will save a discussion of the provision twice. 

I will say, however, in passing, that this pro•iso was not 
put in the bill without the most serious consideration. It was 
not incorporated in the measure without knowing the serious
ness of it, and also without knowing that unle s it is incor
porated in the law the result will be seriou to our own 
country and its cDntrol of the oil produced in it. All men know 
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thnt th control of llle oil in a co.untry means a control of the 
c mm~r e of that countrs. 

Mr. _"L'G~T. :Mr. Pre ident--
Tlle- VICE PRESIDENT. Does ilie Senator from Utnll yield 

tt the Senator froru Idafio? 
:.:Hr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator. 
~Ir . .J..i'UGENT. If that be true, I shoultl like to hnxe the 

enator explain why it is not possible for the Go ernment 
it elf to retain control of what remains of the oil lands of the 
country, in order that the oil of the Nation of the future may 
not be controlled. by the repre entatives of other Governments. 

1\.Ir-. SMOOT. I am not in favor of any such a system or 
policy. It may become neces ary when. the country car; con
sume all the oil produced, but eTen then 1t would be. ~wiSe, in 
my opinion. I will say to the Senate that the proVI.lROn under 
discussion ought to be made immediately, in order that the 
oils that are left remaining in the public lands owned by the 
United States should be controlled by the- Gowrnment of the 
United States in case of necessity. 

I take it for granted, l\Ir. President, that the greatest inter
est in this legislation revolres around the oil and gus la~ds o! 
our country. In all the bills that have been reported :n the 
pa t there has been a provision that would a:low perm~ts fo-r 
the exploration for oil within a known geo-logic structure, and 
in most of the bills that have been reported heretofore tile 
royalties have been the same whether -the permittee developed 
the oil outside of a known geologie structure or within one. 
Your committee thought that that was unfair. 1."'he wildcatter, 
so culled. is gen~rally the man wh_o goes out and discover~ a 
new oil field. He is the one who, m many cases, goes outside 
of the Iruown geologic structure, spends all the money he has 
and. aU he can borrow or beg in order to drive a well to a depth 
where he thinh'"S oil will be found. He is the pioneer, as it 
were. Your committee thought the royalty that would be 
char~d to him should be less than the royalty that would be 
charged. to the man who lmder the original bill would be 
allowed and permitted to prospect for oil within a known 
geologic structure. 

So 1\lr. President, we decided to strik~ aut from Senate bill 
126n 'all rights fo~ permits within a kiiown geologie structu~. 
because within that structure, and they are generally small m 
area the man who gets a permit kn-ows that within such a 
stru~ture oil is being produced, and if he wants ta go within 
one of those structures he ought to tak~ a lea e and not a per
mit and that is what the pending bill pro-vides for, with a 
diff~rent rate of royalty. 

In other words, if a person desires a permit to prospect for 
oil on 2 560 acres ef the publie domain outside of a geologic 
structnr~. he has the right to claim one-quarter of 2,560 acres. 
if he discevers oil, at a royalty of 5 per cent instead of 12! per 
cent. Then he- is given a preference right t<r the other three
fourths of that amount, if he so desires, at the regular royalty 
of not less than 12! per cent or more than 25 per cent. 

Unless there i · some misunderstanding as to the provisions 
of the bill or some Senator desires to ask questions in. reference 
to it I am not going into a discussion of each section ot the 
bill, but T do desire to can attenti-on to section 35, on page 31, 
which reads : 

That all royalty accruing to the United States under any oil or- ~as 
leaRe or permit rmder this act on demand o-f the Secretary of the In
terior shall be paid in oil or gas. 

Then follows, on page 33, beginning with line 1 anu ending 
.wilh line 21, a provision that has for its object the granting to 
the Secretary of the Interior the power to sell the royalty oil 
collected within a district or within any number of diE~i.ricts to 
the highest bidder; but an of the bidding is to be in his hands 
aml bids may be rejected or aceepted. I desire briefly to say 
that the purpose of this portion (}f the bill is to assist the in
dependent operation of refineries; in other· words, small pro
ducers, within a known geologic structure er in a known oil or 
gas field may combine, if it is th.onght best, and bid for the 
royalty oil, and the Secretary of the Interior will have it within 
his powet- to dispose of all of the royalty oil, not only that from 
the individual J}roducers of oil, but, for example, from the Mid
:West Oil Co., the la"Fge producer in tl'l-e Wyoming field. or from 
the large producer in any oil field who has sufficient capihll to 
erect a refinery and has it in operation. Tile small operators, 
unless they can purchase- sufficient on, no matter whether they 
(!ould get money to put up a refinery or not, would find them
selves short of oil to succes fully operate a refinery and make 
the operation profitable. 

Under this provision of the bill the Secretary of tbe Interior 
can see that the ~mull producer ha a chance at all of the 
royalty oil of the district. thus insuring oil sufficient to operate 
nn independent refinery. There will be opposition in bidding 

for the oil between the owners of the refinery operating to-day 
and a refinery that can be operated under the provisions of this 
bill. .A:s the bili was reported to the Senate it read as follows: 

Upon granting any oil or gas lease under this act and nt the begin
ning or each five-year period thereafter during said lease, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall ofl'er for sale, upon notice arul advm:tisement on 
sealed bids or at public auction, all royalty oil and gas accruing or re
served to the United States under such lease. 

It was brought to the attention of the colllillittee after they 
adopted that provision that it was unworh.-uble. rn fact, Mr. 
lli. Pre"ident, it is somewliat strange that members of the 
committee did not see that it was unworkable before they 
adopted the pronsion; but :r will state that it was- the last day 
we had the bill under consideration; and it was about 20 
minutes to 12 o'clock, at which hour tile Senate met, when ~-e 
took up the q.ue. tion for consideration. We were all in favor 
of the p:~,inciple and we did not study the effect of the pro
vision as we sho.uld ha~e done_ So, on ye teruay, I moved to 
trike out lines 1, 2, 3, and the first word in line -:1:, and to insert 

in lieu thereof the following : 
Tfie Secretary of the Interior shall ha c the right to offer for !'afe, 

for periods of not exceeding fire- years-
So as to reuu : 
The Scc:retary of the Interior shall ha>e the right to offer fot· sale, 

for periods of. not exceeillng five years, upon notice and ad.Yerti ·c
ment-

Anu so forth. 
l\Ir. WARREX. From what page is the Senator reudi:ng? 
J.\fr. SMOOT. The amendment is on page 32. 
The original wording required the Secretary of the Interlor 

to ad"\""ertise for the sale of oil for a ve:rio<I of ll"\""c ye:us. 
There is no product of which I am aware that has ftuctlk'lteLl 

in "\""ulue as has oil, for within the last fi\e years the price of 
oil per barrel has run all the way from 26 cents a barrei. up to 
$2.25, which is t11e price to·dur. It would be unjust to th 
Government, and it would also be unjust to the man ''ho bitl. 
upon the oil to compel either to make a bid or accept one tlli"lt 
would cover a period of five years. 

lli. President, with oil at $2.25 per barrel to-uay, "·hat set of 
men who undertook to build a refining plant would like to offer 

2.25 a barrel for oil-the highe t price known-and be compelled 
: to· pay that price during the whole term of fi:re :rears?. Of 
course it is apparent upon its face that no such pron ion could 
work satisfactorily either to the Government or to the indi
vidual. 

On the other ha.nd, if on were 26 cents a barrel to-day, how 
unfair it would be to the Government o-f the United States to 
ask for bids, which perhaps, when receh--eu, might be 2 cent. 
or 5 cents or 10 cents a barrel higher than the market pri.ce. 
It would be very unfair for the GoTernment of the Unltell 
Stutes to tie up its product for the full periou of fixe ye~rs. 
'I'he amendment illat has been made to the bill simpl)r stntes 
that-

The Seereta.ry of the. Interii>r shall hu>e the right to oB:er for sale 
for' periods of not exceeding five years. 

I admit that this grants to the Secretary of the Interior the 
po-wer to sell the oil for a. period of 4 years 11 months :lll(D 
29" days, bnt I do not belie\-e there will ever be a Secretary of 
the Interior who will tie up the on royalty which lJelon..,.s te the 
Government of the United States for any such perio(l. 

Mr. KE~'DRICK. 1\Ii·. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does tile Senator from Utah ~ield 

to the Senator from Wyoming? 
l\IJ:. S...l\IOOT. ·Yes; I riel<l to the Sena.tm:. 
l\Ir. KE~TDRICK. Does the Seru:~.tor from Utah not see ill 

that amendment a weak-ening of the mandatory power to ell 
the royalty oil? 

l\Ir. Sl\fOOT. The only diffe:JLenee is that this amendment 
proTides that the Secretary of the Interior shall ha' the right 
to offer it for sale, whlle the proruion as drawn by l\Ir. Sn-artli 
says: 

The Secretary of. the Interior shall ofte1: for sale. 

1\Ir. KENDRICK. ,,~ould the Senatot~ not accept this as a 
substitute for the amendment already adopted: 

The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to sell for pcrious of. not 
more than fi>e rears? 

l\Ir. SMOOT. No; that is neatly what the origtnal provision 
proposed to do. ':li'he original provision read= 

Upon granting any oil or gas lease under this act, and at the begin
ning of each fi-.e-rear period thereafte-r during said lease--

The warding of the anrel'ltl'ment SUo<rgesteci by the Seuat:Dr is. 
not exactly the same, becanse his proposed amentbJtent snys· 
"not more than :fi"\e year·." Tl'le Senator <loes not clumg by
his suggestion, howeyer; the objection, to the pro,ision us it. 
"·as ori-ginally reported to_ the Sennte. 
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Mr. KEKDRICK. The difficulty about the amendment which 
has been made, as I see it, is that it leaves it discretionary 
with the Secretary of the Interior as to whether or not he shall 
sell the royalty oil at all. 

1\Ir. S:MOOT. That is true; and not only that, but the orig
inal proYision reads : 

Such aclvertisement and ale shall reserve to the Secretary of the 
Interior the right to reject all bids and the right to require redelivery 
of the actual oil or gas or any refined product thereof whenever within 
his judgment the interest of the United States demands. 

That same provision remains in the bill under the amendment 
'Yhich was accepted yesterday. 

Mr. 'VALSH of Montana. l\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. Sl\IOOT. I yield. 
l\lr. 'V ALSH of 1\fontana. If the Senator from Wyoming will 

permit me, I l:;hould like to inquire of the Senator from Utah 
what the purpo e was in changing the language of the bill 
which required the Secretary of the Interior to sell the royalty 
oil, making the duty imperative upon him, to a provision that 
he shall haYe the right to sell, leaving in him a discretion as 
to whether he shall sell or not? 

1\Ir. S~100'I . The committee thought after reading the criti
ci ·m of 1\lr. Phelan, of the Shipping Board, that it ought to be 
left discretionary "·itll the Secretary. 

1\Ir. 'VALSH of Montnnn. Tllat is what I 'yant to know-if 
that iM the purpose? 

1\Ir. SMOOT. If the Senator will wait for just a moment, I 
will read what l\lr. Phelan said. I have his statement here. 
Referring to lines 1 to 21-tlwt is the whole of the pro,ision
Mr. Phelan says: 

Thi · pari: of section 33 is preposterous, and by no system of reaRoning 
can it be Illude workable. Probably no commodity in the world flue· 
tuates as much in price as crude petroleum. Taking the mid-continent 
field as an illustration, it appears that the price of crude petroleum has 
f1nctuaterl during the past fi\e years from 40 cents to $2.25 per barrel. 
The maximum price is being paid at present, and the average price has 
been le ·s than $1.25 per barrel. In 1914-l 5, when the Cushing field 
was at its hei~ht, the marlwt price of crude petroleum was 40 cents 
per barrel, while contracts were made as low as 2G cents. To expect 
the purchaser of oil to bind himself to pay a fixed price for crude oil 
for a five-year period is unthinkable, ami to expect the producer to bind 
himself to sell oil for the same period of time at a contract price is just 
as unreasonable. 

:l\lr. W .ll.SH of l\lontana. I thoroughly appreciate that, an<l 
therefore I can appreciate yery well an amendment 'Yhich would 
permit tl1e Secretary to ell the royalty oil for a period of five 
years or for orne less period, le:lsing it to him to fix the period, 
but that is not the change made. 

Mr. SMOOT. I understand it is not. 
1\Ir. \VALSH of 1\Iontana. The change authorizes him to sell 

or not to sell as he sees fit. Let me inquire of the Senator if 
the Secretary concludes not to sell, what "·ould be do with the 
oil? 

l\lr. SlUOOT. No Secretary of the Interior "\\ill conclude 
not to sell unless it is to the advantage of the Government of 
the United Stutes that he should do so. It might result in great 
disadvantage to the United States if the Secretary were com
pelled to sell. The Senator from \Vyoming will admit that even 
in the Wyoming fields whenever there has been talk of beginning 
the constmction and the operation of a refinery something has 
happened somehow \Vhich has preYented carrying out the project. 

I think I know what did happen, ancl I think the Senator 
from Wyoming knows what happened, and I wish to say that 
the Secretary of the Interior, whoever he may be, ought to 
have the right to say whether be shall sell the oil produced 
as royalty or whether it shall be taken by the Government for 
its own use. 1\Iind you, that is one thing which it is desired 
to bring about. Suppose the Navy wanted the royalty oil that 
is produced in the Wyoming district, and suppose the law said 
that the Secretary should sell it through bidding. In that case 
the Government would lose the royalty oil from that district. 

1\Ir. WALSH of Montana. If the Senator will permit me, I 
am not speaking in criticism of the change made at all. 

1\lr. SMOOT. I recognize that. 
Mr. 'V ALSH of 1\lontana. I merely want to understand the 

significance of it. It gives the Secretary the right to sell 
or not to sell as he sees fit. 

1\fr. Sl\IOOT. Tbat·is correct. 
1\Ir. WALSH of Montana. So I inquire of the Senator if the 

Secretary of the Interior does not make provision for sale, 
what will be do with the oil? He can now offer to sell the 
royalty oil-and I think the bill ought to give him permission 
to sell the royalty oil for the entire period of five years or for 
a less period if he desires to do so, for a year, for instance, 
and leave it for disposition again at the end of the j·ear-but 
suppose he concludes not to sell, has proYision been made for 
tho ston:.ge of the royalt:y oil? 

1\Ir. Sl\IQOT. 1\Ir. President, the Navy Department might 
want to store the oil, and the Secretary of the Interior is 
granted the right to demand the royalty shall be paid either 
in oil or money. The royalty as fixed is 12! per cent of the 
value or of the oil. If the GoYernment of the United States 
wants the oil, it will take the oil as proYided in section 35, 
which reads in part : 

That all royalty accruing to the United States under any oil or ~as 
lease or permit under this act on demand of the Secretary of the 
I nterior shall be paid in oil or gas. 

The Secretary of the Navy thinks there will be a time-and 
no doubt there will be-and the Shipping Board particularly 
believes that the time is now at hand when the Secretary of the 
Interior ought to say, " I do not want the money; I want the 
oil." In that event, of course, the Government would take the 
oil and provide storage for it. 

1\lr. W AL~H of 1\lontana. I am in full accord with that idea. 
Mr. SMOOT. Under the amendment suggested by the Senator 

from Wyoming [l\Ir. KENDRICK] the Secretary will be com
pelled to sell the oil. We clo not w·ant that; we· "\\ant him to 
have the privilege of selling or of keeping the oil. 

1\lr. ·wALSH of Montana. Of course I am in entire accord 
with that idea , but what troubled me was that the language 
does not" seem to meet the case. It seem to me it should 
proYide that he shall have the right to sell the royalty oil for 
a period of five years or less than fiye years, in his discretion, 
and then it should provide 'That di. position should be madt> 
of the royal_ty oil in case he concludes not to sell it. 

Mr. SMOOT. It will all be sold, 1\lr. President, unless the 
Government wi hes to store it, ancl the Government itself will 
make provision for the storage-ther 1 no doubt about that
if they wish to retain the oil. 

1\lr. KENDRICK. Mr. President, I wi ··h to ·ay to the Senator 
from Utah that I under tand yery well the conditions which 
have prevailed in my State, to which he has referred. The ex
perience we have had there is what prompts me now to seek to 
place in this bill such a provision a· ·will compel action along 
different lines from those which have been followed in the pa ~ t. 
I am perfectly willing to see incorporated ju the bill a limita
tion or restriction that, in case the oil is not required by tile 
United States Goyernment, it shall be sold from time to time 
in periods not lo exceed fiye year ·. 

Mr. SMOOT. 1\lr. P~·e ident, the . ..ituation in Wyoming after 
this bill goes into operation will be quite different than it <'Yer 
has been in the past. The Government will take at lea t 12} 
per cent, and it would not urpri e me at all if it took 20 lK~r 
cent, of the oil produced in the whole State, and it has the dis· 
po ition of that oil. Now, I haye no donbt that if the inde
pendent producers of Wyoming want to erect a refinery, tll · 
Secretary of the Interior-! do not care who he may be-would 
prefer to sell the royalty oil to them rather than to anybodr 
el e, and that would encourage them at least to the extent that 
they would have a reasonable chance of ecuring the oil that h; 
paid as royalty to the Government of the United State. within 
the dish·ict. 

Mr. KENDRICK. Assuming that that i o, I ee no reason 
why we should not provide in the bill that he shall follow the 
coUl·se that we clearly intend him to take. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. Well, if we make it that he shall sell it, then 
suppose the Government wanted to take tlle oil and ship it 
out of Wyoming? 

l\Ir. KENDRICK. As I said a moment ago, I am perfectly 
"\Yilling to leave that provision. 

l\Ir. Sl\lOOT. I think the whole proYision cowl's it, becaiD)e, 
as the Senator will see if he 'Yill read the whole of the provi
sion, I think it is left in the discretion of the Secretary. 

1\Ir. KENDRICK. I haye read it carefully, 1\.fr. President, 
and I will say this about it: There has been a really erious 
condition in my .State for many years. Our oil has been bring
ing one-half the price that has obtained in other section-· of the 
country. The plan of this nmendemnt-to ell this royalty oil
is clearly to correct that condition. I agree to the necessary 
change in so far as a limitation of time i concerned; but we 
ought not to lea\e ih the law any obscure language that woul<.l 
lem·e the duty of the Secretary of the Interior in doubt. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is why I do not wa.nt to leave it. I want 
it distinctly understood that the Secretary of the Interior shall 
have the discretion as to whether it shall be ·old, or wheller it 
shall be paid in oil and the Government retain that oil. We 
can not -do otherwise than that. · 

1\fr. KENDRICK. Mr. President--
1\Ir. SMOOT. If the Senator will bear with me ju t a mo· 

ment, this question was brought to the attention of the com· 
mittee by l\Ir. Swartz, the reprcsentatiYc of the independent oil 
producers of Wyoming. · As ·H was r~·porte<l to the Senate, it 
was as agreed to by 1\Ir. S"·artz; but I lll'ell not go over the 
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same ground again, because it is unworkable in its original 
form. It did ::;ay there that " the Secretary . of the Intel1or 
shall offer for sale," but it also continueu by ·giving him the dis
cretionary power as to whether he would accept the bid or 
reject it. All we . ay now is this: Instead of compelling him to 
sell all of the oil for a fiye-year pel1od, because it was to be 
solu in fiYe-year periods, -we simply say: "The Secretary of the 
Interior shall lla Ye the right to offer for sale, for periods of not 
exceeding fi\e years," and it does not change a -word in the 
balance of the provi ion. 

Mr. KIKG. l\1r. President, if my colleague -will yield-
Mr. S:\IOOT. Yes. 
1\Ir. KI~G. It seems to p1e that the point for which the com

mittee and the chairman of the committee are contending
namely, that there ought to be discretion, because if you make it 
mandatory it migllt preclude the disposition of the oil to the 
Government-is not quite sound. If the Government desires 
to purcha.-e-that is, tlle ~avy Department or the Shipping 
Board-for goYernmental use, the sale could be effectuated just 
the same. It is a que:-- tion of bookkeeping. One department 
of the Gm·ernment sells to another agency or department of the 
Government; atHl if there is a provision that the Secretary shall 
sell, he may sell to the Navy Department; he may sell to the 
Go,ernment; he may sell upon a sliding scale; the sale may be 
for five years, graduated upon the market 11rice-5 per cent 
below, or 1 per cent below·, or the market price-and in that way 
the Government could get it, and it would be a sale. So that if 
the contention of ibe Senator is that if you have this mandatory 
provision in the bi1l it will inhibit the Government from pur
chasing it, it does not .·eem to me that that is quite correct. 

1\1r. Sl\IOOT. I think my colleague has not really thought how 
that woulll be brought about. The Government of the United 
States under the law has to ask for bids for e\erything that it 
purchases, an<l each bi<lder has to submit his bids; and the low
est bid, if it is a reliable party, is generally taken. l do not 
see how they can go to work under this provision and have the 
Government offer to sell the Government ·o much oil. NotJ>nly 
that, but this oil when it is produced has to be handled quickly 
or else there has to be a storage capacity for it. 

Take the production, for insta~ce, of last month in the United 
States. The production in the month of June was 31,239,000 
barrels. There was a daily production of 1,041,300 barrels. 
Now, there has to be some way of handling it, and handling it 
quickly. You can not stop Hs flow and you have to take the oil 
as it comes and handle it as best you can. I think the provision 
that we have here now will take care of the Wyoming situation 
and any other great oil field that may be ueYeloped on the public 
lands of the United States. 

l\1r. KING. If the Senator will pardon me for just a moment, 
I appreciate the statute to which the Senator refers, and of 
course if the policy I suggested were carried out there would 
have to be a proper amendment permitting the purchase by some 
agency of the Government other than by advertising or under 
the general advertising pro\isions of the statute, but I am very 
much a-verse to the pursuit of any policy that will entail upon 
the Interior Department the obligation or the duty or the neces
sity of erecting immense storage reservoirs-for the conservation 
of the oil. The cost will be enormous-indeed, perhaps pro
hibitive. I think the Secretary ought to have discretion to sell, 
but there ought to be, perhaps, some limitation concerning the 
exercise of that <liscretion. 

1\Ir. S:\100T. I will say to the Senator that that never will 
happen \lith any Secretary of the Initerior, unless it becomes 
absolutely necessary in order to store the oil for our Navy or 
the shipping that we may operate in the future. 

Mr. KING. I would prefer that the Navy Department or the 
Shipping Board lU'O\i<le the torage rather than the Interior 
Department. 

Mr. S:i.\100T. That vrill be taken care of, of course, by the 
Secretary of the Interior. If the Navy Department makes a de
mand upon the Secretary of the Interior for this oil there is not 
any question but that the Secretary of the Interior will deliver 
it and at the place that the Secretary of the Navy may desig
nate, and the Secretary of the Navy will ha'e to provide storage 
capacity for it. 

Mr. KENDRICK. ~Ir. President, I ask the Senator's·pardon 
for interrupting him again. 

1\lr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
1\fr. KENDRICK. I want to say that I am apprehensive for 

an entirely different reason than that expressed by the Senator 
from Utah. 'Ve haYe had a condition in our State, which has 
already been referred to, in regard to the way the refining has 
been done, and I am apprehensive lest this oil will continue to 
pass into the bands of refineries without being sold to the high
est bidder. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. Oh, well, this bill provides that it shall be 
sold to the highest bidder. 

1\Ir. KENDRICK. I am concerned to see that neither the 
Secretary nor any one else in authority has any uiscretiou as 
to that. 

1\!r. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that this bill proYides 
that the oil shall be sold to the highest bidder. We could not 
get through Congress in a thousand years a law saying that 
the Secretary of the Interior should sell it to John Smith or 
any particular person. The only form in which we could ever 
get it through Congress is that it should be sold to the highest 
bidder, and the independent refiners will have to take their 
chances on that; but it does give them a chance of getting the 
oil in order to run an independent refinery. 

Mr. KENDRICK. But: as I read the bill, it grants authority 
to the Secretary of the Interior to sell; it gives him the right 
to sell, but does not provide that he shall sell. Therein lies the 
only difference between the Senator from Utah and myself. 

1\fr. SMOOT. Yes; I understand that, and I have tried in. 
my simple way of speaking to indicate that I think the Secretary 
ought to be gi-ven that discretion. I think if we compel him to 
sell it, the oil may be forced upon the market at a time when it 
would be. against the interests of the Government of the United 
States to sell it. It would either be that way, or else they -would 
have to provide some method of storage. Now, we are not sure 
that these inuependent people will build refineries . . We can not 
say as to that. I hope they will, and I will say to the Senator 
now that this provision never would be in this bill at all if it 
were not with the hope that the independent refiners \Till build 
a plant there and refine their own oil. 

l\1r. KENDRICK. There is no doubt that that 'vas the spirit 
in which it was put in. 

I will ask the Senator from Utah whether he expects to con
clude the consideration of this bill this afternoon? 

1\lr. SMOOT. Oh, no; I do not think it can pass this evening. 
I have no intention of forcing it through this evening. I should 
)ike to get as far along with the consideration of the bill as 
possible; but if the Senator desires to have it go over until 
to-morrow, and consider that question again, I am perfectly 
willing that it should. I do want to give notice, however, that 
unless there is some good reason to the contrary, I should like 
to see the bill passed to-morrow. I do not think there are very 
many Senators who desire to speak upon it. 

I want to say that I never exi>ected -to get out of the Public 
Lands Committee, with a unanimous report, a leasing bill. I 
never expected to vote, as a member of that committee, for a 
straight leasing bill with the provisions that are in this bill; 
but I have stated why I did so, and I am perfectly willing to 
rest upon that statement. 

In order that it may hasten the passage of the bill I am going 
to say nothing more about its provisions unless somebody de-
sires to ask some question. · 

1\Ir. WALSH of Montana. 1\Ir. President, before the Senator 
quits this particular provision which has been the subject of 
consideration, I should like to make a few suggestions in the 
hope that the idea we all entertain may be clearly expressed in 
it. I suppose probably the matter has had serious consideration 
from the committee; but I venture the opinion that the last pro
viso at the end of section 35, on page 32, is of the most question
able nature. 

Touching this rna Uer of the disposition of the royalty oil, 
evidently the idea is that the Secretary of the Interior ought to 
have the right to offer the royalty oil for sale, and for sale for 
periods of five years or less than five years, as in his discretion 
may seem wise; that he ought to have liberty in that direction; 
likewise, 1\Ir. President, that he ought to have the right in his 
discretion not to sell the royalty oil at all, but to keep it for 
the use of the United States. With some circumlocution the 
idea might be expressed more briefly; but that, I think, is the 
idea that is in the minds of the framers of the legislation, and 
it meets my entire approval. I am very sure, however, that 
the language suggested here by way of amendment does not 
answer that purpose at all. 

I suggest, for the consideration of the chairman of the com
mittee, that he take out in line 2 the language "at the begin
ning of each five-year period," and insert in lieu thereof " from · 
time to time," and after the word " shall " in line 3 insert " ex
cept whenever in his judgment it is desirable to retain the 
same for the use of the United States," so that it would reau-

Upon granting any oil or gas lease under this act and from time to 
tlme thereafte1· during said lease, the Secretary of the Interior shall, 
except whenever in hls judgment it is desirable to retain the same for 
the use of the United States, offer for sale, upon notice and adver
tisement-

Anu so forth. 
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1\Ir. S~IOOT. If the Senator \\ill submit that amen<lment, I this wa done. That is the only -way I know of di. cw·sing the 
shall be Yery glad to think it O\er during the evening. question. 

l\fr. WALSH of Montana. I shall be glad to do that. If the There might oe a case like this: A lease to a citizen of a 
Senator will gil'e attention now to the concluding proviso, that well that was producing, say, after three months or six months 
section provides, as will be noticed-- not to exceed fi\e barrels a day. The royalty on that at not 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the Senator yield at that point? Has more than 12.;? per cent woultl be ·o small that if it were all 
the Senator from ::\lantana the amendment before him that "·as put together for fi\e month· it would. amount to such a small 
adoptetl yesterday? quantity of oil that it -would h.arclly be just for him to go to 

1\It·. WALSH of 1\Iontana. I ha\e. the expense of adYertising, and so forth. That is one instance. 
1\Ir. LEt'lROOT. The Senator -was reading, it seellletl to me, Let me state another. The proYision is written with the dis-

!rom the bill as it was reported. tinct understanding that it is for the ad\antage of the small 
[r. W A.LSH of Montana. I clitl read from the bill as re- producers in an oil field "·ho might desire to construct a refinery. 

ported, bnt I hal'e in mind the amendment that was offered yes- They felt that if they undertook to erect a refinery and the 
tenla~'· Howel'er, I \IUS endeavoring to conyey to the Senate present refiners decided that they woUld bid on the oil more than 
the iuea that the amendment which .\las offered yesterday does it was actually worth in order to prel'ent these individuals from 
not, at lea t clearly-, express the idea that apparently everyone receil"ing the necessary oil to run or operate their refinery, they 
has in mincl. could do it. This simply says to the Secretary of the Interior 

'ection 33 provides yery properly that the Secretary should that if such a condition arises you need not ad\ertise, but you 
offer the royalty oil for sale unless in his judgment and dis- k'Tiow what the value of this oil is and you may sell it to those 
cretion it eemed to be de irable to keep it for the use of the in<liYiduals and let tllem operate tllat refinery without advertis
Uniteu State , and Yery appropriate provi ·ions are put in that iniY. I want to say frankly to the Senator that is what the 
he may reject any and all bid , and so on. But now comes the people of Wyoming had in mind and that is what the committe 
provi ion as follows: had in mind when they allo-wed that provision to go in. Every 

Provided, lwtt:crc,·) 1.~hat advertisement or f;ale as herein required word the Senator from Montana says is true. Lcgi lation of 
may be dispensed with in specific cases upon a finding by the Secretary that kind is not satisfactory legislation. 
of tile Interior that such course is in the interest of the puulic good. l\Ir. WALSH of Montana. Let me suggest to the Senator from 

In other words, whenever the Secretary of the Interior finds Utah that we see if we can not meet the expectations of the. 
that it is in the interest of the public good, he does not need people, so far as they are just, without exposing the administra
to adverti. e at all. The representative of the Standard Oil Co. tion of the !Jill to the worst kind of scandals and the Go\ern
may t)'o down to the office of the Secretary of the Interior, and ment of the United State to the most egregious frauds. The 
they will have a pril'ate confab about it, and the Secretary of reason first--
the Interior will rencll the conclusion that it is for the public l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. l\lay I say to the Senator that I wonlu like 
good to make a pril'ate arrangement with the representatiYes yery much if he \\ould, thi. afternoon or evening orne time, 
of tile Standard Oil Co. by which they would take this royalty draw up what he thinks would be a proper provision to cover a.· 
oiL I am ure the committee did not intend to leave open oppor- nearly us possible the ca e as I haye outlined it. There i · no 
tunitie · of that character. pride in the wording of the bill on the part of any member of 

I llaYe been adl'ised by a gentleman of my neighboring State the ~ommittee. What they want to do, now that they ha\e made 
of Wyoming, in whom I have the very greatest confidence, that up their minds to a leasing !Jill, is to get the best measure po. 
th proYision was inserted at his sugge tion and for a yery sible and to hamper the <le\elopment of the \\e tern country 
commendable purpo. e. He said he had in mind that there just as little as po "ible. 
would be some . ·mall independent refiner or a group of pro- l\lr. WALSH of 1\Iontana. I . will be \ery glad to be helpful in 
uucers who would establish a refinery, and adjacent to their any way I can. 
property there would be other property that would be lea eel I de. ire to ugge ·tin thL~ connection that the reason a~ ·igueu 
by the Gowrnment of the United States, and they would thus be in the first place, that it would be expensiYe arid perhap un
able, per hap , to make an arrangement with the Secretary of profitable to adverti e where the production was , mall, could b • 
the Interior by which they could get the royalty oil which, to- overcome by a provision that in an cases ""Where the production 
gethc1.· with their O\\D, \\Oulcl enable them to carry on a smnll does not exceed fil'e balTels per day ad\ertisement may be ui~~ 
refining establishment. Of course, that i · a very good purpose pensed ''ith. But with respect to the second sugge tion, I think 
to be subserved, but I submit that it is too dangerous a po\\er 

1 

it \\ill not be neces ary for me to do anything beca.use the bill, 
to put in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior to dispose of as it rend·, proyides that-
the e~ormo~1s quantity. of royalty ~~ \\hich as we hope will In cases where no satisfactory bid is received or wherf' the ncceptl'<l 
come mto h1s hands, Without e\en g1nng competitors an oppor- bidder falls to complete the purchase, tbe Secretary of the Int('rior 
tunity to bid on it, not e\en advertising it for sale. I think that wi_thin his discretion may t·ead>erti"C such royalty for sal or ~ell at 
the pronsion ought to come out. pnvate sale. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. l\Iay the Chair make inquiry of And o forth. 
the Pnator from Utah a to the wording of th~ bill in the pro. So the Seeretary of the Interior becomes the ab lut juuge as 
l'i o to which the Senator from l\Ioutana ju t called attention. to whether the bid is atisfactory. I apprehend that that wouhl 
Dicl the committee intend to report it out to read a. it does include the bidder, and if he finu. the bidder to be one \Yho hns 
in lines 18 and 10, page 3~, "advertisement or sale"? Is it a practical monopoly in the field., or if it becomC)' de. irable to 
" or " or " for "? · · shut out a large producer and gi\·e an opportunity to the le~ N' 

:ML·. Sl\IOOT. It should be "for." bid~er~ h.e could reject tl,te one IJicl and ~hus gil'e the 11referenee 
I want to say at thi point, l\lr. Pre. ident, that I do not which 1t IS proposed to gi\e by the pronso. 

want to unduly criticize the Government Printing Office for l\1r. LE-l :rnooT. What would the Senator sugge t shoultl he 
the man~y typographical error in the bill . I introduced the bill done in the case of a disco\ery ot a "Very large production where 
one morning, and I told the GoYernment Printing Office that I the Secretary does not care to take the oil? Under the proti
wantetl it back here in l1alf an hour, a I was instructed by sion of the bill without the provi o he wouiU not be permitte(l 
the Committee on Public Lands to make a report from that to sell without ad\ertiNement. It would be \ery e . ential that 
committee upon the bill that clay. Really, I want to apologize. he should be permitted to sell at pri\ate sale until adverti-;e
Thi. is not the only error; there are quite a number of them in ment can be had and bid recetved. 
the bill; but it i perhap my fault, becau e I gave the Public l\Ir. W A..LSH of 1\Iontann. 'Gfl(loubtetlly proyision shoultl !Je 
Printer only a half hour to get the bill from the pre s to the made for that. 
• enate. l\Ir. ~"'ROOT. "\\''ithout the pro...-i.:--o be would not haY that 

1\Ir. ·wALSH of Montana. The word "or," n suggested by right under the terms of the hill. 
the hair sl10uld be "for"? 1\Ir. WALSH of 1\Iontann. Thnt, it seems to me, is the ca:;e 

1\Ir. SMOOT. Yes. under the bill as it stands. 
1\Ir. WALSH of l\Iontana. Of course that makes no difference l\Ir. LE~OOT. No; the proYi o would permit him to sell 

in my argument. The pronso authorizes the Secretary of the in that kind of a ca.·e. 
Interior, 11ractically in hi ill cretion, to di:pense with adver- 1\lr. Sl\IOOT. The balance of the pronsion requir ; adn.•r-
ti~ ement altogether. tisement, but after auvertisement, the1i, of course, he can sell 

::\It·. S::\IOOT. What the Senutor from Montana sa~·s is ab ·o- at pri\ate sale. 
iutely correct. All the npprehE·nsion that he has ttbont thl· :Mr. WALSH of )fonblllll. I did not haYc any idea that the 
provision coulcl be realized; but, 1\Ir. President, I think it would proviso referred to the interim !Jet\veen the bringing in of the 
be better to be very frank in this matter nn<l simply say \\hy well and the completion of the :ull'erti.Bement. 
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1\lr. LE~ROOT. It COYE'rs that kind of a case. 
1\lr. WAJ .. SH of ~fontana. Undoubtedly, that should be taken 

care of. 
1\lr. SMOOT. Mr. Presiuent, I think this is all I ha\e to say 

in relation to the bill at the present time. 
~ On the conclusion of :\lr. SMooT's speecb, 
l\lr. Sl\IOOT. I do not know whether thece is any other Sena

tor who desires to speak upon the bill to-night or not. Doe the 
Senator from XeYada [11r. PITT!..LA~] de ·ire to speak on the bill 
to-night? 

l\Ir. PITTl\IAl"'{. I uo not. I uo not intend to speak on the 
bill. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. If there is no other Senator \Yho desires to 
speak on the bill at this time, I shall moYe an adjournment. 

INTER ~ATIOXAL BANKI!\G SITUATIOX. 
1\lr. OWEN. l\lr. President, I wish to ha\e placeu in the 

llECORD a letter which I wrote to the Presillent on July 16 and 
also one which I wrote August 18 relatiYe to the international 
banking situation. 

There being no objection, the letters were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, a. fOtlO\YS: 

JULY" 16, 1919. 
The PRESIDENT, 

The Tl'llite House. 
l\Jy DEAR l\ir.. PRESlDE:-:i'T: Europe needs supplies from the 

United States to re ·tore the pro<luctiYe power8 of Europe to 
prewar condition. , to enable Europe to 11ay its debts to America, 
to stop the gro\Yin~ di~content of nnemploye<l men, and to check 
tile growtil of BolsheYism. 

America has tile . ·npplies abuntlantly antilnble. 
Europe requires credit to buy these tiling~. 
The Secretary of the Treasury does not approYe the exten.·ion 

of further creilits by the "Gniteu States Gowrnment to coYer 
Buropean purchases. I belie\e that the American people "·oul<l 
appro\e the extension of these cre<1its properly afeguarded if it 
were explained to thern-tilat tile credits would open a ''ay to 
market their goods at satisf:;~ctory price . 

I uQderstand that Holland, for instance, is now extending 
goyernmental credits to France for such veace purposes; that 
Sweden is also doing tlte same thing; and that some of the South 
American Republics haYe the ~arne matter uncler au\isement. 
The urgency is great, and this policy \\'Ould be of benefit to both 
buyer and seller. 

""e ha\e an inYestinf; public in America, hO\YeYer, well suited 
to extend these credits to Europe by bu~·ing l~uropean securities. 
There is needed n mechanism qualified to pa .·s upon the Yalidity 
of European securities offered for sale to the inYesting public. 
These securities con.-i t of "promise· to l)<lY " of private mee
chants, of syndicates, of tmden\Titing bunkf.:;. ::md of honds of 
European municipalities mu.l nations and of combinations of 
such securities. 

Against the ·e ·ecurities, properly ~elected, debentures coulu be 
issued by American corporations and so1<1 to the Ame1ican inyest
ing public on a G per cent basis, lH'OYhle11 the Gowrnment of the 
United States woulU lenu its good otrice~ in ~ranting a suitable 
charter or charters to uch in titution:-;, with g-oYernmental . uper
vision, the charter rights to be exer<:i. · <1 under gowrnmental 
patronage and fa Yor. 

Unless immediate steps are taken to uccompli.-11 these result., 
I fear a seriou. lmsines · reaction will take place in the United 
States by cutting off a large part of our foreign market for our 
surplus products, throwing these products back on the Dnited 
State. and causing u yery serious rece. siou of prices tlue to 
oYerproduction. I agree that prices shoulu come down, but the 
reduction should he by the elimination of excess profits artifi
cially placed upon goods, ~nd they . ·llould not come down by 
cutting down the wages paiU to labor. There is a natural in
crease in prices in the United States llue to the expansion of 
our currency by exce . · gold imports anu by the ueYelopment of 
Federal reserve note. against commollitie which h:we taken 
the place of gold as a basis of uote issue. 

With a Yiew to providing a mechanism for a<;complishing 
these purposes, I introduced on February 20, 1918, a bill (S. 
3928) to e.tablish a Federal re. er\e foreign bank. (Copy in
closed.) 

You referred this bill to the Comptroller of the Currency for 
a report and he made you a fayorable report, but you took no 
action upon it, as far as I know, and I was UJlable to <Yet the 
support of the Treasury Department for the bill, an<l it died 
with the Sixty-fifth Congress, to my great regret. 

I urew up a bill some months ago pro\iding for the organiza
tion of a large corporation, with a billion dollars of capital, to 
handle these European sec~!.·!.tie::::, issue debenture bonds, and 

pro,idc the means of marketing European seeurities in Amer
ica with the inYesting public, a copy of which I enclos~. 

The Yirtue of this bill consisted irr the GoYernu:cnt of the 
United States haYing a very substantial interest iu it, and there
fore being in a position, from the standpoint of the public, to 
protect the interests of the public as well as the interest of the 
stockllolders, who might otherwise deal too largely from a 
selfish standpoint. 

The New York banks dealing in foreign exchange have been 
hostile to both of the above bills, since they regard such meas
ures as having a tendency to deprive them of the monopoly of 
foreign exchange and to depriv0 them of the opportunity of 
spetulating in foreig'i:l exchange. I am opposed to their specu· 
lation to the injury of our industries and commerce, and I al
lege that they haYe made millions out of speculation in foreign 
exchange, to the disadvantage of American commerce and to 
the disadvantage of the American producers and the American 
consurpers alike. I allege their interest is a private interest, 
anu .that they are not concerned to deal with the matter from 
the public standpoint. I do not intend this comment as any 
reproach to them in their natural attitude to deal with the 
subject matter from the standpoint of their priYate interest. I 
merely call your attention to it and to what I a~sume should 
be our attitude a::; public ser\ants to protect the public against 
private monopolies in internatjonal exchange. 

Senator EDGE introduced on July 15, 1919, Senate bill 2472, 
authorizing the organization of corporations to · deal in foreign 
banking, a copy of which is inclosed, and which I understand 
meets the news of the Federal Resene Board and of the 
Secretary of the 'l;reasury. I believe the banks dealing in in
ternational exchange would make no objection to this latter 
bill, for the reason that it simply gives a Federal charter to 
corporations to engage in international banking. While I should 
greatly prefer a Federal reserve foreign bank that would be a 
medium through which all American banks could function with 
assurance of equitable treatment, it "\'\ill probably be better to 
pass Senate bill 2472 rather than take no action at all, for at 
least it would expand the facilities in the international bank
ing field, and the Federal reserve foreign bank might be de
veloped later. Indeed, I think under your authority the Fed
eral Reser\e Board could establish a division handling inter
national exchange in the public interest rather than for private 
interel'ts to do so, and which would function as a Federal re
sen-e foreign bank without the name, and this might be accept
able to the l1'ederal Reser\e Board. 

The Federal reser>e act authorizes the Federal reserve banks 
to transact international banking business an<l authorizes the 
Federal Resene Board to require them to do tllis; so that yon 
haYe the power now to direct the Federal reserve banks to imme
diately open up foreign branches and transact foreign business 
for the protection of the public. If you do not support a Fed
eral reserve foreign bank, then I appea 1 to you to compel the 
Federal reserve banks to open up foreign branches and transact 
the business which the Federal reserve act contemplates and. 
in respect to which they have not discharged their full func
tions. 

I Yenture to remind you that under the act of June 15, 1917, 
known as the espionage act, :rou directed the Secretary of the 
Treasury to administer the regulations relati\e to the export 
of coin, bullion, and currency by Executive order of September 
7, 1917, and under the act known as "Trading with the enemy 
act," by Executi\e order of October 12, 1917, you further" rested 
in the Secretary of the Treasury the authority to supervise the 
foreign-exchange operations, etc. 

You have recently, by proper orders, vacated this machinery, 
but you Ilave not canceled the original Executive orders. I re
spectfully suggest that these ExecutiYC oroers should be can
celed so as to leave the field open for the superYision and action 
of the Federal Reserve Board to the extent of their existing 
11owers under the Federal reserve act in relation to foreign. 
exchange business free from a possible technical complication. 

Mr. President, the suggestions of this letter would be valueless 
if I had no concrete proposal to make. 

I make a concrete proposal. 
I request that ron submit · this entire subject matter to the 

Secretary of the Treasury, to the Federal Hesen-e Board, and to 
the Secretary of ommerce, and require of each of them an 
immediate written report upon these seYeral bills, and direct 
them to submit recommendations as to what shall be done to 
protect the foreign commerce of the t nite<l States and stabilize 
international exchange, with a view to submitting such reports 
and recommendations to Congress. 

Very respectfully, --- ---

. . 
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AUG"GST 18, lDH>. 
The Pru:smE5T, 

'Tl! e Trhif c House. 
l\fy DE-"R Illl~. PRESID~T: I take the liberty of submitting 

herewith a memorandum on the pTesent condition of our for
eio-n exchange and the need for administrati\e and legislati\e 
action thereon. 

Last Saturday tile e:s:changc rates went uo\Vn to tile follow
ing low· points, lower than e\er before in the history of the 
worlu: 

Sterling, $4.26; premium, 60 cents per pound. 
!!'runes, $7.86; premium, 2.68 fran-cs per dollar. 
Lire, 9.:..6; premium, 4.08 lire per dollar. 
This means that on a credit to English buyers of American 

goods at GO cents a pounu our bankers are charging a premium 
of $140,000 on 1,000,000. 
~at they are charging a premium of $519,000 on $1,000,000 

credit to JJ'rench buyer · of Ameri~an goods, and $768,000 pre
mium for $1,000,000 credit to Italian buyers of American goods, 
no part of which premium reaches American producers. The 
~arne bankers at one time during the war chargeu American 
Importers for pesetas necessary to pay for importations from 
Spain, when pesetas went up to 30 cents, $502,000 premium per 
~.1,000,000 of credit. These transactions go into hundreds of 
milli?ns of dollars. The Spanish credits, of cour e, have now 
come below par, and the banks extending the credits made this 
profit, outside of interest and commissions. The Spanish banks 
got rich out of this han·est, and the Ame-rican banks that used 
their credits in Spain have profited in the same way at the ex
pen e of the consumers in the United Stutes. Thi was one of 
the factors which added to the high cost of living. These banks 
are now selling exchange short in New York on a very large 
scale, which means that they are selling sterling fi·ancs and 
lire (which they ha\e not) wtth the expectation ot' buying 'them 
back in the future at a lower price, making: good thek contracts 
and pre-titing thereby. They have an interest, therefore in 
depTessing the p1·ice of sterling, frrrncs, and lire, against' the 
public inte:cest untl to the great harm of the consumer· of G1·eat 
Britain, France, and Italy, who were our allies in the Great 
War, faithful to death. 

In like manne:c this- i operating again t our exporters and 
against the producer of America by interfering with their rea
sonable fo1·eign market and exercising a depressing effect upon 
the \alues which they shoulcl receive for their good · anu mak
ing their busine ·s unstable and extra hazardous. 

These banks haYe no public fi.mction to serYe from -their point 
of Yiew. They are engaged purely in dealing with e:s:.change as 
a commoility and speculating on it. If you would instruct the 
go-vernor of the Federal Reserve. Board to make a confidential 
inquiry of the trust companies and tlle Comptroller of tne Cur
rency to make a like inquiry into the national bank engaged 
in this busines 'r I am sure that you would finu mo t abund:mt 
Yerifi.cation of the fact. • 

Sucli usury and profiteering is fuiT of ilisa~trous consequences 
anu will inevitably react on tile Unite.<!. States. You advised 
Congress wisely in your recent message on thi" subject, but it 
will take the full power of your administration and the coopera
tion of Congress to correct this condition. 

I want to emphasize upon your attention that these dollars 
are being ·sold by somebody and that somebody is making these 
usuriou prefits to the injury of ouT national commerce going 
abroad. 

On July 16, lDlD, a. month ago, I w1Tote you ~ith regard to 
this, aucl I .inclose a copy of that letter,. together mth the three 
bills therein referred to, the so-called Edge bill ( S. 2472) the 
forei "'n finance corporation bill ( S. 2590) , the bill to establish 
a Federal reserYe foreign bank ( S. 2767), and the amendment 
to the '\ar Finance Corporation (S. J . Re ·. 8). (Co11ies in
clo ed.) 

The Yolume of these credits is so large that lliere is no dan
ger wllate,er of o\erdoing the matter. The Federal reserye 
foreign bank ought to be established as a permanency. The 
amendment to the \\ar Finance Corporation bill and the EdO'e 
bill will . erve a present purpose, and both are appro\ed by tl~e 
Feueral Reserve Board and, I belie\c, by the Secretary of the 
Trea ur;r. 

The foreign finance corporation bill ( S. 2390) is opposed by 
tJ1e New York banks, and I do not belie\e can be pas. ed. The 
other IJiils can be l)U ·sed with your acti.\e upport. 

Very cordially and faithfully, your , 

Mr. 0\YEN. ::Ur. President, I submit, tlle~e letters because 
the:' expl~ in a compact. form certain fact and principles 
which I \nsh the Senate to have before it, so that, as far as I 
em, I may contribute to the proper protection of our f6reign 

comme.rce and prevent the serious consequences which may 
ensue 1f ~he Congress and the executive department fail to act. 

To-da:r ·s papers announce the still further depreciation of 
exchange. 

Those IJuying sterling, francs, and lire have no competition. 
The foreig~ <'~change is controlled by a close monopoly of in
terests, whicD: IS moved alone by profits in handling foreign bills 
as a commou1ty under no governmental control or supervision 
of any kind. The end wiii be injurious to our commerce and 
industries. . 

Mr. President, it is impossible for me to uoubt the solvency of 
Great Britain or France or Italy. These great nations h:ITe 
sho\\n their great powers of production anu recuperation in t11e 
past. 'Vith the increased use of machinery, of organization, of 
motlern methods, ti·emenclously stimulated by the war and witlt 
the Yery great additton of women in-the industrial life of these 

' n~tio~s, ther~ should be no difficulty on the part of these coun
trle rn meetrng e\ery obligation. Their history in the past has 
alwnys been honorable. 

It should be remembered that in the case of France for ex
ample, while issuing a large volume of bonds the e bon'ds com
prising a national obligation, are held by her ~wn citizens almost 
excl~sively, s? that the national debit i offset by the citizen 
credit, and neither adds to nor takes from the produ.cti\e power 
of the people of France. 

The destruction of property by the 'Tar in France occurred on 
about 5 .per cent of the lands of France, and amounted to a 
<!es~ruction equal to about 40 per cent of the v-alues on this 
hm;ted. area, a total of about 2 per cent of the \alues of France. 
which rs offset by the tremendous expenditures of the nations 
of the world on French soil, such as the improvement of the 
harbors of France by the United States, the buililin"' of r~ il
roads, the furnishing of machinery, and the c.onstr~ction of 
warehouses. The warehouse built b:v the United States in 
France, if put end to end, would make a wrrrehouse over 400 
m~es long_ The- inventive genius of the world has been greatly 
stimulated by war: The French people are a thrifty people. 
They are small landowners and holders. The ilistribution of the 
land~· . of ]'ranee. i'3 so gl'eat that it comprises a basis of: great 
. tabll~tr economically, industrially, and politically. 

It r to be assumed that France wilt correct the financial 
blund~.· malle during the war by inflating the- cun-ency instead 
of selling bonds. Fr:mce must retiTe her inftuteu currency by 
putting on a dri\e to sell French bonds to the French people :md 
to sell French bonds to the people of the worlU. The French 
s-ta:tesm:n should make ~ plain statement of accountr showing 
that France can and mil meet her obligations to the world 
and the French Government should haTe there olut:ion to requir~ 
tho e who haye ~)rofitecl by the wru· to contribute as substantiaiiy 
as Great Bn.tam and the United S-tates did through excess
profits taxes and p:rogres. ·i're income and inheritance taxe ·. 
Undoubtedly .France. bas the intelligence to <1o thi ; and now 
that the ter:nble exCitement anct confusion of war Jm passed. 
the world may aml will expect F:c:rnce to live u11 to tile higii 
ideals which the past has demow trrrted~ 

T}le s~ thing is true of Italy, and, of com:; , is till more 
obnous rn the case ?f .Great Britain. .:. Tobollr cn.n doubt the 
solvency or Great Bribun, nnu yet the-DOund tt:!Tlin.-.. i selling 
at a discount in the United State· of 14 per cent the French 
frane at a discount of 55 per cent, and the Italian ih at a dis
count of. 85 per cent. I shou}(l rather hn\e aill 1illat the Ameri
ca~ ~olla:.=. was sellin.g at a 11remium of 13 per cent in Great 
Britarn, u.J per cent ~n France, and 85 per cent in ItaJ~~. BUt 
the people of the Uruted State can afford to extend cre'dit to 
the merchants ?f Great Britain, Frunce, and Italy at a fair 
rate~ The credit. of these merchants, backed by the British 
French, and Italian bunk , and backeu in addition by th~ 
GoYer~ent bonds of Great Britab1, of France and of ~Italy, 
co~pn es as sound a security as the world can n.:troru and i. · 
e~titled to credit_ at a reasonable rate. To chnrge a premium of 
1n ~er c~nt or 5u per cent or 3 per cent in <lea ling ·with these 
nations IS contrary to souncl morn! and etllicM principle ancl 
contrary to sound banking principle . 

The lack of justification is sllown by our om1 eX}1erienee with 
Spain, w~ere the Spanish banker sold peseta · at 30 cents, or 
at a premmm so great that 66 cents of gold in Spain would buy 
a dollar of gold in New York. pain wa < • ·elling our merchants 
credit at a premium of 53 p r cent, which our con. umer pahl 
plus a merchants' profit, and olh-c oil went to a .-..allon. No 
one could justify this on the ground. thrrt tl:te l:nited State was 
not solvent, y~t it actually cm·recl:. Now tll p set..1. is down 
below: par, whiCJ:, . of com e, Il:t. taken. pla.c since pain c ase<l 
to sh1p commodities to the world in e:s:ces. of what tile world 
shipped to Spain. 
T~e best 'Yay in wh!ch i.o balance tLc e excllang'e and put 

the mternatwnal creu1t sy tem on a sound. foundation is to 
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extend credits on a fair basis to counterbalance the excess of 
commodity shipment which is taking place from the United 
Stntes to Europe an<l to the world. It is essential, to maintain 
our own markets, that we do this. A failure to do this has 
resulted in breaking down internfltional exchange and has re
sulted in causing a powerful reaction in the stock market. It 
will result in lowering the price of commodities which are 
being shippe<l from the United States to Europe, and with the 
reaction in p1ices we may have a serious industrial reaction in 
the United States. 

These rna tters require action by Congress and by the Exec
utive Department in order to have the prosperity of the United 
States continue unabated. All patriotic men should cooperate
to this end, and will do so if they understand the pr{)blem. 

EXECUTIVE RESSION. 

Mr. Sl\lOOT. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider
ation of executive business. 

Mr. PHELAN. Do I understand from the Senator in charge 
of the bill, which is the unfinished business, that there is to be 
no prolonged discussion of the bill to-morrow? 

Mr. SMOOT. Not that I know of, I will say to the Senator. 
l\Ir. PHELAL~. There are no speeches anno-.mced on any sub

ject for to-morrow? 
Mr. Sl\IOOT. I understand the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 

THo:uAsl is to speak to-morro\Y, but I baYe reference to the oil
leasing bill. 

Mr. PHELAN. I wr..s wondering why the Senator did not pro
ceed with the bill at this time. 

Mr. SMOOT. !"will say frankly to the Senator that there are 
one or two Senators who desire to speak on the bill who do not 
want to proceed to-night, but they will be ready to speak to
morrow. 

l\fr. PHELAN. Very welL 
The VIC:ill PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah moves that 

the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
The motion wa 3 agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 

consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 
20 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday. 
August 22, 1919, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

CONFIRliATIONS. 
Executi1:e nominations con{inned by the Senate .thlgust 21, 1919. 

REGISTER OF THE LA..."\TD OFFICE. 

Frank A. Boyle to be register of the-land office, Juneau, Al_aska. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER CoMMISSION. 

Hobert L. Faris, member Mississippi River Commission. 
COLLECTORS OF L~TERN AL REVENUE. 

Leon 0 . Tebbetts to be collector of internal revenue for the 
district of Maine. 

George F. O'Shaune sy to be collector of internal revenue for 
the district of Rhode Island. 

David C. Dunbar to be collector of internal re-.;-enue. for the 
di. trict of Utah. 

PosT~IA.STERS. 

FLORIDA. 

Louis J . Cowan, Daytona. 
Gusta-.;-us M. Rhoden, Macclenny. 

MONTANA. 

Lucy B. Cullen, Wibaux. 
PORTO RICO. 

Nicolas Ortiz Lebron, ~t\.ibonito. 
Jose E. Guenard, ~Iayagnez. 
Te-odoro l\I. Lopez, Vega Baja. 
L. Castro Gelpi, Vieques. 

HOUSE OF REPRES&~TA'r'.,'ES. 

TuonsDAY, Augttst ~1, 1919. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Tile Chaplain, ReY. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol

lowing prayer: 
Sometime , dear Lord, in om· quest for the transients, we 

o,·erlook the eternal -.;-alue of life, and cllre consequences follow 
as a natural sequence. 

Eternal vigilance, it has bee-n sahl, is the price of liberty, ~ml 
history confu·ms it. 

If the wise coun els of the 1\lohonk Conferences had been. 
heeded 20 years ago we would have been spared the terrible 
war through which we haYe just passed and the <lire conse
quences to life and property which followed in its wake. 

Give us the courage of our convictions and lead us onward 
and upward to the eternal values-life, liberty, truth, justice, 
righteousness. In His name. Amen. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to have more 
Members present, and I make the point of order--

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that when the gentle
man makes a point of no quorum he should so state it and not 
make any other statement. If the gentleman wishes to make a 
point of n{) quorum, he should do so. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
Mr. BLANTON. I withdraw it until the Journal is read. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap

proved. 
CHANGE OE' REFERENCE. 

Mr. KELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of 
the House for a change of reference of the bill H. R. 8423, pro
viding additional compensation to certain employees of the Post 
Office Department for overtime service, and also the bill H. R. 
8424, for increased compensation for p{)Stal employees during 
the cm·rent fiscal year, from the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Post Office Department to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CLARK of :Missouri. Mr. Speaker, what is it the gen
tleman wants? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [1\f'r. KEL
LER] asks unanimous consent for change of reference of a 
bill relating to the salaries of post-office employees from the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Department to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Road . 

Mr. KELLER. Two bills, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Two bills. Is there objection? [After a 

pause.] The Chair hears none. 
TUNGSTEN ORES. 

1\lr. FOllDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move- that the Hou e resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole Hous on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 4437. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the \Vhole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill H. R. 4437. 

Mr. CL.ARK of l\lissourL Mr. Speaker, a parlia-mentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. T.he gentleman will state it. 
l\Ir. CLARK Qf 1\lissomi. What became of the Igoe resolu

tion? ·was tl1at vot--fl on? 
The SPEAKER. That was passed clay before yesterday. 

The question is on the House resolving itself into the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the UniotJ.. 

The motion 'Tas agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself int{) the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con
Si(leration of the bill H~ R. 4437, with l\lr. Goon in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bfll by title. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 4437) to provide revenue for the Government and to 

promote the production of tungsten ores and manufactures thereof in the 
United States_ 

The CHAIRUAN. Generar debate upon tbi bill has been 
concluded, and the Clerk will read the bill for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows ~ 
Be it enaoted., et · ., That on and after the day following the passage 

of thi · act there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon the articles 
named herein, when imported from any foreign country into the United 
States or into any of its possessions, the rates of duties which are herein 
prescribed, namely . 

l\lr. KITCHIN. l\fr. Chairman, I a k unanimous consent to 
proceed for 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objec
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair bears none. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, on day before yesterday, be
fore my time: expired--

1\lr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I think we should have ·a 
quorum present, and I make the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas makes the 
point of no quorum, and the Chair will count. [After counting.] 
One hundred and five Members are present, a quorum. The gen
tleman from North Carolina will proceed. 

l\lr. KITCHIN. 1\lr. Chairman, in discussing the till day 
before yesterday, I stated that there was a monopoly in this 
country on tungst( . ore and ferrotungsten. That bas no.t been 
denied, and can not be denied. I stated that one corporation 
in California was producing over one-third of the hmgsteu ore 
and that that corporation and three other corporations produced 
over 75 per cent of the tungsten ore that is produced in this 
country. That has not been denied and ca~ not be clenied. I 



4120 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. AUGUST 21, · 

st~l tN1 tlla t tlil !Jlll il pns~rd would take at least $3,000,000 an
uually out of the poekets of the people anu rmt it into the pockets 
of these four eoq1oraUons. I tated that this bill if passed 
would abfolutely fix thi · monopoly in this country and would 
finally gl•c it a monopoly of all of the production. That bas 
not been denied, and can not be denied. I stated that this bill 
was conceiYed, prepared, and written by the beneficiaries of the 
tariff proposed in the bill. That has not been denied, and it can 
not be denied. I stated that the rates ''hich the beneficiaries 
of the tar.iff demanded of the Ways anu l\Ieans Committee have 
been put into thi · bill without the dotting of an " i " or the cross
inn· of a" t." That has not been denied, and it can not be denied. 
I stateu that this bill if passed would at once gi.le four firms of 
importers in .1. ~ew York who now have, according to the evidence, 
4,500 ton. of imported ore stored there, $2,700,000 as a clear 
bonus by enhancing the value of such ore that amount, and 
would giYe the producers here, who have stored 1,500 tons, a 
clear bonus of $900,000 by advancjng their price to that ex
tent, or a total gift to those who are hoarding these 6,000 tons of 
ore of $3,600,000. That was denied by the gentleman from 
Michigan [1\Ir. FoRDNEY], who simply brusheu it aside by say
ing, "That is not so," without proposing a scintilla of evl
uence to support his denial. The evidence in the hearing, which 
the committee has before it, shows exactly what I stateu, and I 
state it now, and it can not be denied. 

I stated that the rate in this bill on tungsten ore increases the 
rate of the Payne-Aldrich Act over 1,100 per cent; that it is 
oYer twelve times more than the Payne-Aldrich rate. That has 
not been denied, anu that can not be denied in truth on this 
floor. I just dare one of them to deny it. They will have all 
of to-day to do it under the five-minute rule. 

I stated that on tungsten anu ferrotungsten the rate put into 
this bill by the Republican Ways and Means Committee, at the 
uemand of the beneficiaries of this bill, was an increase of the 
rate in the Payne-Aldrich Act of oyer 800 per cent; that it was 
over nine times as high as the rate of the Pa:rne-Alurich Act. 
That has not been denied and can not be denied. 

I stated that in this bill, with the $1 per pound on tungsten 
and ferrotungsten and ferrotungsten powders, while they claim 
that this $1 is only needed as a compensatory uuty to offset the 
duty which is levied on the ore, it amounts to 750 a ton more 
than is necessary to cover every cent of such compensatory duty. 
That has not been denied, and it can not be uenied in truth. 'Ve 
have been and will continue ·all day discussing this bill. I 
challenge the author of the bill or any Republican member of 
the Ways and Means Committee or any Republican in the House 
to deny the truth of any one of these statement . You will have 
all day to do it in, but not one of you will be bolU enough to 
deny any one of them. Gentlemen know that I have the proof 
before me of each statement I · made, and now repeat. l\1r. 
Chairman, I shall at the proper time move an amendment to 
reuuce the rates in this bill down to the rate of the Payne
Aldrich Act, under which we were producing 75 per cent of the 
ore that we used in this country. But I 1.-now it will fail, be
cause the Republican machine of this House will make it fail, as 
every Republican in this House has been ordered to vote for this 
bill just as it is. I am glad that you are going to repudiate the 
Payne Tariff Act to that extent. If you repudiate it by voting 
down my motion to restore the Payne-Aldrich tariff rates on 
tungsten ore and ferrotungsten, I shall then propose an amend
ment increasing the Payne tariff rates 100 per cent, making 
the rates on these products twice as high as the Payne-Aldrich 
rate. 

E-ven that will be five times better than the bill you have now. 
I exp!:'ct to see e\ery Republican in this House, at the dictates 
of the machine, vote against that, and I shall expect to see 
every man on that side in this House, by his own confes ion anu 
vote, repudiate and doubly repudiate the Payne-Aldrich Tariff 
Act with respect to these products. I expect to see every Re
publican here throw away their convictions, their judgment, 
their very consciences almost, and vote just as the manufac
tu rers and the beneficiaries of this plundering tariff demands 
that they shall vote, through the machine in control of this 
House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I want to bring something else to the attention of this com
mittee, and I challenge any man on that side to deny it, that 
of all the profiteers during this war, of all the thousands of 
industries in thi. country that made immense profits out of 
the people and out of the Go\ernment during this war, this 
tungsten industry stands in a class by itself. I say it has made 
100 per cent more profit than any other indu try in this country 
um·ing this war. I make the statement and challenge any gen
tleman here to deny it, that in 1916, before we actually got 
into tile war, these tungsten-ore producers tllat are demanding 
tl1is; exces~he , unpnrnllel ed tariff, after paying every cent of 

the operating expenses, including overhead charges, taxes, and 
insurance, and even allowance for depreciation, made enough 
profit to take every cent of the capital that they put into the 
business and put it back into their pockets, and then, after 
getting back their capital had remaining as further profits over 
$10,000,000, or 150 per cent more than the total capital put In, 
with the capital already in their pockets. Let me give the 
figures taken from the report of the Tariff Commission. They 
produced, in 1916, 5,900 tons. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
five minutes more to finish this, so that I need not get it by 
moving to strike out the last word in the next section. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KITCHIN. They produced 5,900 tons in 1916 and they 

sold it for $24,780,000. This is found on page 9 of the report. 
At that time they had a capital of only $5,000,000 invested in it. 
They claim now that they have $8,000,000 invested in it. There 
is not a word of evidence from any man that produced ore who 
bas said it cost him in that year to produce it as much as $800 
a ton. I am going to say it cost them $1,000 a ton, $200 more 
than the evidence shows that it cost them. I run going to give 
them 6,000 tons, when they only produced 5,900 tons. Thev had 
only $5,000,000 of capital at that time, but I will gi\e ·them 
$8,000,000. 

Mr. C.A.l\IPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 
Mr. CAl\IPBELL of Kansas. If that is true, why ·was it neces

sary for the lust Congress to offer a bonus to these people for 
the production of this ore for war purposes only? 

1\lr. KITCHIN. The act to which the gentleman refers au
thorized the Secretary of the Interior practically to offer bonuses 
for the discovery or production of war minerals. But he never 
did so. He never offered any to the producers of tungsten ore. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Tungsten was particularly men
tioned. 

Mr. KITCHEN. Ko. :Xo bonus was ever offered to any tung
sten-ore producer. And they did not discover .or produce as 
much ore after that act 'vas passed as in 1916. The act was 
passed only about a month before the armistice. 

Mr. CA.l.\IPBELL of Kansas. That was in itself an aumis
sion of the nece ity of producing more of this ore than we were 
then producing. 

l\1r. KITCHIN. There is no such admi ion in it. The pro-
.ducers of the ore were producing all they coulU antl makin~ 
tmheard-of profits. Let us get back to the immense profits of 
1916. I am allowing them $2,000,000 more than all the capital 
they had, or . 8,000,000. I am allowing them a· operating and 
producino- expense $200 a ton more than the eYidence bows it 
cost them ' to produce. Six: thousand tons at an operating cost 
per ton of $1,000 amounts to . 6,000,000 as total cost to prouuce. 
That audecl to -the • 8,000,000 I allow them a capital is 
$14.000,000. They got $24,780,000 for it, so after paying eyery 
dollar of e:\.-pense in the production, and after ha,ing returned 
all their capital and $2,000,000 more in one year's operation , 
they have cleaned up a clear net profit of $10,780,000, O\er 123 
per cent; and counting the capital which they were able to put 
back into their pockets, 225 per cent clear net profit in the one 
:year 1916. The figures of the Tariff Commission-their own 
figures-according to their own evidence show that in addition to 
tbis in 1917 and 1918 they made over $6,000,000 clear profit, with 
their $8,000,000 capital already returned to them. I want to tell 
you now that the man, whether he is a Republican or a Demo
crat, who votes for this bill will be \'oting fo downright, stark
naked plunder and robbery. [Applause.] I want to hear some
body deny these figures that I have given. The djstinguished 
chairman of the \Vays and Means Committee [1\Jr. Fonn EY] 
;yesterday-let me show ju t how mucl1 these gentlemen know 
about this bill and about this subject. Mr. FonDNEY yesteruay 
said, "Oh, what is Mr. KITCHIN' making all this fu about this 
for when this little tariff-when you figure it down-will not 
make an additional cost of tungsten steel of more than one 
one-thou andth of 1 cent a pound." That is, you take a cent and 
cut it up into a thousand pieces, and take one of those pieces, 
and that is all it is going to add to the cost per pound of tungsten 
steel. Now, the fact is that the additional cost in a pound ot 
tungsten steel by virtue of this bill if passed is 18 cents, and in 
a ton it is going to cost 2,000 times that, or $360. This i shown 
by the testimony of their star witness, 1\fr. McKenna, on page 
41 of the hearings. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman has e~pired. 
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l\.lr. KITCH~. I a sk 1.manimous consent for fi\e .mon~ min

utes. 
Mr . .IYORD~"EY. If you mil tell the trutll I will not object, 

but now :rou llave made a . tutement which is not correct. 
The CHA.IR'M.A1r. The gentleman f1rom North. Oarolina asks 

ummimou · con ent that he may proceed for five minutes. Is 
there objection? . 

:Ur. FOllD~ffiY. I ''ill object unless he confine.· himself to 
the facts as to what I said. 

Mr. KITCHIN:. I will take the stenographic notes of what 
you said. They ttill show that I stated exactly what you said. 

The CHAIR:\IA..!..~. Is there objection? The Chn.ir hears 
none. 

l\lr. KITCII.UT. I do not want to rni s. tate what the gentle-
man said. 

l\lr. FORD~EY. 1 read from the record of what an expert 
said, and you know it. 

:llr. KITCHLT. And I repeated what you read, dicr I not? 
1\Ir. FORDNEY. .rTo.; you did not. Read it from the record 

and you "-ill get it right. 
:\lr. KITCHIN. lL'l\e you got your notes here, unre-rised? 
:\lr. FORD:NEY. Yes. 
nlr. KITCH!J.'i. Hand them to me and if you did .not say what 

I said, I will give up. [Laughter.] Hand them to me. Read 
them ngain and they '"ill show I .quoted you correctly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. ~Ir. Chairman, I suggest that 
the leaders of tbe Honse ought to use parliamentary language 
in acldres ing each other. [Laughter.] 

~lr. KITCHIN. The gentleman is certainly right. 
The CHAIR1IA....'L The point is well taken. Gentlemen should 

not address each other in the second person. 
1\lr. KITCHIX. If the gentleman from Michigan will kindly 

furnish me "''ith the horthand notes of his speech, which he has 
in his possession, I will read from those notes and 'vill show 
him that I quoted him correctly and I will show that he is as 
far out of the way as 1 cent is from 18,00 . [Laughter.] 
That is all the difference; because the e-ridence is that in a 
pound of tungsten s teel this tariff rate alone will make an extra 
cost of 18 cents, because 18 per cent of a pound of tungsten steel 
is tungsten. This tariff bill puts a dollar a pound on tungsten, 
and that makes 18 cents in one pound of tungsten teel. So 
instead of being one one-thousandth of 1 per cent, as the gentle
man put it, it is eighteen thousand times that much, or 18 cents. 
[App1.'luse.] So, with all due respect to the gentleman, he is 
just as wide apart from an accurate lmowledge of it as 1 is 
from 18,000. [Laughter.] .. t\..nd further, with all due deference, 
the gentleman has just as much accurate knowledge about that 
as he has about the provi:ions of this bill. [Applause.] 

~.,.ow, another thing I want to say: The Republicans tU'ge the 
passage of this bill on the ground that the articles upon which 
it places the tariff are absolute war essentials. Are you honest 
in that? Do you think ·we ought to treat them as war essential 
minerals ana metals? I admit that tun" ten ore and tungsten 
are war essential . They are ab olutely neces ·ary. ~ow, gen
tlemen, that beinO' so, if you can ju t conquer your prejudices 
for a minute, if you can put aside your prejudices in fa\or of a 
protective tariff for "American indu~ies" and look at this 
calmly in the spirit of real pan·iotism, then you can not -vote 
for this bill. 

The gentleman from North Dakota [:\lr. You:c\G] in one ques
t ion went to the Yitals of tllis mutter as a war e sential. Gen
tlemen remember that Dr. Hess, of the Geological Survey, who 
Hon .. George Otis Smith, the head of that survey, said had been 
gi-ring 13 ye~r of special study to these and other minerals, 
testified before oUI· committee that so far as he could see or 
anyone could see no,,.., the total available amount in sight of 
tungsten ore in this country was 9,000 tons, and with a pro
duction of 3,000 tons a year would only last three years, 
and yet we need in thi · country from 5,000 to 7,000 tons a year. 
All in sight, says thi expert, is !),000 tons, 'vhich would gi-ve us 
3,000 tons a year for only three years. 

l\lr. YouNG went right to the heart of it. He asked Dr. Hess: 
A good deal has been said here nbout the desirability of bracing our

selves for the next war, if we ba>e one. Now, if we use up all the 
tungsten we ha>e in the Unite(] States during this period of peace fol
lowing the war, and another war comes on and ties up the ocean trans
portation, in what position are we going to be to get our supply of . 
tungsten ore to carry us through the next war? 

To this Dr. Hess replied as follo\\"S: 
Well, sir, we are going to be like a man in a boat on tbe wide ocean; 

there is plenty of water, but you can n_ot drink. 
I say that it is far better, far "iser to let this war essential 

ore remain untouched in the earth, to .sen·e our country in tile 
stress o.t war, if another should ever come, and let mu· people 
in peace times buy and u.,e for commercial purposes the cheaper 
foreign ore than to pass this outrageous bill to gratify the 

a"\"arice of the monopoly of four corporations. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

The OHAIRl\!AN. The time of the gentleman from Korth 
Carolina has expired. 

:\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. l\fr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last two words. The day before yesterday the gentleman 
from North Carolina [1\lr .. KITCHIN] made one of his character
istic speeches. He has continued it to-day. Brilliant and able 
ns the gentleman is-and I do not know anyone in the House 
more brilliant and able-the speech that he made was chiefly 
remarkable for the amount of misinformation that it conveyed 
to the Hou.se. I have known the gentleman since I came tnto 
Congress some eight years ago. When I first heard him deliver 
one of his tariff speeches I wondered that a gentleman of so 
much ability c0uld be so obsessed on a subject, but I fi.milly 
disco,ered that a large number of gentlemen on the Democratic 
side of the House were afflicted with what might be called 
"tariffphobia.," a -very dangerous disease, which renders the 
-rictim unable to see the facts with reference to any tariff 
matter, and also renders him utterly unable to state what they 
are. The gentleman from North Carolina has had this disease 
in the most -violent form ever since I have kno1\"'D. him. I have 
hoped at times that he might show some signs of recovery, 
but I ha\e seen none, and have therefore concluded that he is 
beyond recovery. 

The gentleman "-as more than usually entertaining the {)ther 
day in making llis speech. He had the jokes and I lmre the 
facts, and I want you to hear some of them. Permit me to 
let out some of the hot air from the balloons that were raised 
the other day and that ha\e been .inflated again this morning. 
It "'\l.ill be 1·emembered that one of the subjects upon which 
the gentleman addressed the House so earnestly and in regard 
to which he received such great applause from the Democratic 
side was the fact that there was a manufacturer called before 
the Ways and l\feans Committee who testified with relation 
to ''"hat the tariff on tungsten ought to be. The gentleman spoke 
of the fact that the Republicans were always calling manu
facturers, and indeed they do, because they allow them to smte 
their side of the case. I fear \ery much, however, that some 
deluded gentleman on the Democratic side of the House thought 
the manufach.u·er called was one who was interested in having 
a high tar'iff. As a matter of fact a manufacturer of tungsten
steel tools, as this man wa -and as I belie-re everyone in the 
House must know-is a man interested in keeping the tariff 
down. Who was this man, 1\IcKenna, this man who got up 
before t11e committee and to whom, according to the gentleman 
from ~ orth Carolina, the committee -weakly -yielded? He made 
the statement that the miners ought to ha-re a tariff of $10 a 
unit on tuugstic trioxide. 

Mr. ::\IcKenna is the president of the Vanadium Alloys Steel 
Co., 'vllich manufacture cutting to6ls, in which tungsten is usell, 
and is one of the largest consumers of tungsten in thi country. 
He i also an importer. That is the kind of men who came before 
us and said that the miners ought to have a tariff of $10 a unit 
on tungstic trioxide. 

1\lr. KITCHIN. l\Ir. Chairman, W'ill the O'entlema.n yield? 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Oh., yes. . 
Mr. KITCHIN. Why, l\Ir. l\lcKenna said that th{'y owned ore 

mines and were interested in that way, too. 
1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. Yes; they once had a mine. 
.1\Ir. KITCHIN. And Mr. Holmes, who was -secretal'y nud 

treasurer of one of the big companies--
:'llr. GREEJN of Iowa. Oh, hold on. You can not make a 

speech in my time. Let me show how unfair yom· statement is. 
Mr. KITCHIN. He says--
!\Ir. GREE:N of Iowa. I decline to yield further. 
l\Ir. KITCHIN. And l\Ir. Bailey, who said he representea the 

miners, said that be wanted a tariff of $10 a ton. 
l\lr. GREEN of Iowa. Oh, the gentleman has talked for an 

hour. I have not been speaking for three minutes, and yet he 
will not let me talk.. Will my friend allow me to proceed? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Oh, I permitted the gentleman to interrupt 
me, to correct .me. ·wmnot the gentleman accord me the sgme 
privilege? 

l\Ir. GREE:N of Iowa. Oh, no; I did not interrupt the gentle
man at all. The gentleman from .rTorth Carolina says that this 
man was interested in a mine. He was interested in a mine 
W'hich he tried to 0l)errrte at a time when tungsten "\'ms high • 
and lost money on it. 

The CH...J\.IRMA.l~. The time of the o-entleman from Iowa f::as 
expired. 

Mr. BUTLER. Me. Cllui..rman, I ask unanimous co~nt that 
his ·time be extended for 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objectiou7 
There was no objedicn. 
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1\lt·. GREEN of Iowa. There \Yns an affiliated company with 
tllc com11any which he owned, \Yhich at one time had an in
terest in a mine, and perhaps has the mine yet, worthless as it 
is, because they found they could not operate it at a profit during 
a time when hmgsten was high. That is the situation mth refer
ence to this mnttet·. 

I n. ked the gentlemnn who tllere was who objected to the 
hill. That was the one solitary interruption that the gentleman 
from ~ Tortll Carolina talk about. I asked him that brief ques
tion, and what was his answer? 

I .·aid, "What party objected to this bill that came before the 
c-ommittee?" and lle ~aiel, "The Democratic Party." The poor, 
ol<l, decrepit Democratic Party is the only one that objected to 
thi:-; bill. Eyerybody else was satisfied. 

As a mattPr of fact. on \Thorn did the committee call? The 
lliOSt disjnterested \\itnesses they could get. They called a man 
from the Tariff Commi sion, and the gentleman from Texas 
[l\Ir. GARNER], in commenting upon his testimony before the 
committee, said we woul<l be likely to get the most di inter
e:;:;tecl testimony 110 sible from somebody on that commission. 
\\'llo else was called? A man· from the Geological Survey, Mr. 
Ht'. s. Can anyone be more disinterested tllan he? Who else 
tnlkecl before them? Importers? Yes; men who naturally diu 
uot want a tariff, anu yet these importer said t~1at this tariff 
ou~ht to be granted. They were patriotic enough to support 
the hill, although it was not in their interest. They came in 
and aid so. The firm of Gilchrist & Predmore sent a letter to 
us saying this tariff ought to be granted, although tlley are 
probably the large t importers. There was really only one 
pt'rson-- . 

::\I:r. JUUL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. Just for a question; yes. 
~lr. JUUL. Am I correct in understanding tllis levie.s a tariff 

of 60 cents per pound on thi metal? 
:\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. No. It is a tariff of a dollar a pound 

upon the pure metal content. 
l\k JUUL. The unit is here described as 20 pounds. 
l\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman is getting me off my 

line of thought. He means a 1mit of tungstic trioxide. 
lUr. JUUL. The gentleman said he was going to state a num

her of facts, and this is one fact I would like to ascertain cor
rectly. 

~Ir. GREEN of Iowa. It is all gi\en in the hearing. A unit is 
20 pounds of tungstic trioxide. The gentleman understands 
that that is not the pure metal at all. 

l\Ir. JUUL. That is exactly what I want to get at. 
::\lr. GREEN of Iowa. Tungstic trioxide is not the pure metal. 

It takes about 2~ or 21 pounds of tungstk trioxide to make a 
pound of the pure metal. 

l\Ir. JUUL. I am glad to get these facts. 
1\lr. GREEN of Iowa. But I want to show the House that 

the committee heard men who were ab olutelr eli interested for 
the most part. 

l\11·. BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. I will. 
~lr. BUTLER. Did these men of whom you speak giYe an 

opinion as. to the amount of protection that should be placed. 
ur)on this tungsten? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. They did, and they were absolutely dis
intere ted in the matter of giving information on the subject. 

l\lr. BUTLER. This rate is consistent with the news of the 
gentlemen of whom the gentleman spoke? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It is in accordance with the •iews of 
those gentlemen, or the figures gi•en by them. 

l\lr. KITCHIN. Did I under tand the gentleman to say the 
tariff commission? There was so much talk going on . Did I 
understand the gentleman to say the taliff commission recom
mended these rates? 

l\[r. GREEN of Iowa. No; he did not; but he gaYe facts and 
fio-ureR from which those rates woulu have to be inferred. He 
:;:howed that in his personal opinion-for it was easy to read 
between the lines-but not speaking for the commission, this 
tnriff ought to be granted. Now, that shows how far astray 
the gentleman llas been in the statement that he has made, 
leading you to belie\e that we followed the opini.on of interested 
pnrties when in fact we took the opinion of parties whose 
natural interest would be in the other direction, and still they 

• snid this tariff ought to b the amount given. 
1\fr. LAYTON. 'Vill the gentleman yield for one question? 
l\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 
1\fr. LAYTON. Are the parties in interest-tho.se who use 

t11e tungsten, who acti•ely mine and develop it and use it in 
tlle Jndustrialism of the country-have they made any objection 
ll[::t.inst this tar.iff rate? 

l\fr. GREEN of Iowa. There was not a particle of objection 
from anybody. We have the testimony of consumers. We have 
the testimony of the men who use tungsten in manufacturing. 
' Ve took the testimony of men who had interest in the other 
direction, and .there was not a particle of objection from any· 
body. Well, I will correct that in one respect: There was a 
man who came before us-and we gave him a careful ·hearing
~Vho had a mine over in South America, and he objected to this 
rate and said it was too much. He was the only man out of all 
the mtnes es who came here who made a particle of objection 
to it. 

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. \'i'ill the gentlemnn yield? 
l\fr. GREE~ of Iowa. I will. 
l\1r. TIMBERLAKE. I would like to nsk the gentleman if 

the same gentleman did not acknowledge from the information 
he had that that rate was necessary for the ·mills of this country 
and the mines to operate? 

l\lr. GREEN of Iowa. He clid, and be said he \Ya paying $1.2.J 
a day wage in hi · mine a ::_tgainst $4 and $G a day paid in the 
mine here. 

l\Ir. SEA..RS. \'i·m the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. GREE~ of Iowa. I do. 
l\lr. SEA.RS. The gentleman said the consumer ·' representa

tiYes appeareu before the committee. 'Yill the gentleman name 
some consumer who appeared? · 

l\lr. GREE~ of Iowa. The manufacturer of Yanadium steel 
tools was a consumer. 

l\lr. SEAHS. But I understand, though, he i · a manufacturer 
and solLl it and a1 o i intere ted in mine~. I mean the real 
cOnsumer. 

l\lr. GREE:X of Iowa . He was not intere teu in minf'!s, except 
he had lost a lot of money in n mine which he ha(1 trieu to 
operate. 

l\lr. SEARS. And now llc wants to get it back? 
l\Ir. GREE~ ~ of Iowa. He had no way of getting it bnck; be 

could not get it):>nck nntler tlle high price that pre•ailed, so he 
can not get it oack now. 

l\lr. BLA.i'\'TON. \'i'ill the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. GREEX of Iown. I can not. 
l\It·. BLA.!."\TOX. Ju:;:t for one que ·tion. 
1\Ir. GREE:~ of Iowa. Go ahead. 
l\fr. BI,~WTON. The American people nr tlle consumer , and 

if they ha\e to pay three and a half million uollar b\ rea~on 
of this bill because of 6,000 ton now being store<!, we' want to 
know what they say about tlle bill. 

l\lr. GREEX of Iowa. I will tell you what tlley woulU ~ ay 
about the bill. I will di pose of that matter. The gentleman 
from Xort.h Carolina said that by reason of there being .. ome 
fiye or six thousand ton of ore stored at New York somebody 
was going to make $3,000,000 out of it. W'hnt tlid that ore cost? 
It cost somewhere from $17.50 to . 30 per unit of tung tic tri
oxiue, and that was what ore cost. NO\~, if tlli bill goes into 
effect it is not expected and there i ~ no rea on to belie•e that 
it will sell in excess of $17.60 on tlle market; o that instend of 
these men making this great sum the gentleman from Korth 
Carolina talks about there is merely a pos ibility they ma~· 
recoup what tbey inl'ested in war time in the hope of sut)plying 
the needs of the Government for tungsten. And I want to ay 
further, in order to take care of any of thi · cheap ore tllat may 
come in before the bill becomes a law, I lla,~e an amenclrnent 
wl:lich I shall offer to the bill which I haye not time to discus ·· 
now. So much for that matter which was hnrpecl upon by the 
gentleman from Nortll Carolina. 

Now, tllere was another matter which the o·eutleman Fipoke of, 
and that \Tas tbe question tha_t he aid he propounded to us. I 
wonder if the gentleman from Korth Carolina [l\lr. KrTcrrrx] 
can state that question now. I wonder if he could get it the :::ame 
way. I wa not 1i ~tening when he propounded it, and <lo not 
know what it was. l\Iy friend from Colorado, who a. keel him 
a question about the que tion, said the inqniry wa ·· a~ to how 
much ore would be required to make a ton of pure tnngsteu. So 
that the question--

1\fr. KITCHIK. I "·m ask the question, which you conl1l not 
answer day before yesterday, and I suppose that you haYe tnkeu 
the last 48 hours to find out the right answer to it. It is, IIow 
mucll GO per cent WOa standard tung ten ore will be reqniret1 to 
make a ton of ferrotung ten? 

l\fr. GREEX of Iowa. Well, now, the gentleman can not 
answer that himself, nor can anybody else. That is one of those 
"foolish questions, 1\o. 999999." 

l\fr. KITCHIN. I have the answe1· here, from · the Geological 
Survey and the Tariff Commission. 

l\1r. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman knO\Y ·, nnd lle ongtt to 
know, if he has studied this ubject, eyen by taking this GO per 
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cent ore, it «lepell{ls on the kind of ore us to how ·much you get 
out of it. 

Mr. KITCHIK If the gentleman will pardon me, I said 60 
per cent ore. 

l\lr. GREEN of Iowa. You can not always refine GO per cent 
out of it, e\en if it is clas.:ecl as 60 per cent ore. 

Mt·. J{ITCHIN. That is in the bill. That is how the report 
defines it. 

1\lr. GREE~ of I owa. If that is true, it is a simple matter of 
computation of figures. . 

l\Ir. KITCHIX Whieh you can not do and concerning which 
you do not know. 

1\Ir. GREI<JN of Iowa. I diU not know \\'hat your question 
was. You " ·ere not sure of it. 

Mr. KITCHI~. If the gentleman ''ill permit it, I will lea\e 
it now ancl ask him to unswer--

l\Ir. GREE~ of Iowa. I will answer it as quickly as you can 
a.'k it. 

l\Ir. THIBERLAKE. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield? 
::'lfr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 
:\lr. TIMBERLAKE. I want to answer the question for the 

gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN]. He remembers 
the question this morning. He answered it the other day in his 
speech, but he has not printed that speech yet, and we can not 
. ee what his answer was. He answered his own question after 
I answered it, that there was about a ton and a fourth entering 
into a ton of pure product. But here is the answer, if the gen
tleman wants it. l!'rom 1 ton of tungsten ore of 60 per cent--

The CHAIRMAN. 'l'he time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. TIMBERLAKE. I ask unanil:Iious consent that the time 

of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN] be extended 10 min
utes. 

1\Ir. GREEX of Iowa. 1\lake it two minutes. I am · taking 
time from the gentleman from Michigan, who wants to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the time of the gentleman from Iowa be extended two 
minutes. 

1\Ir . .JUUL. 1\lake it fi\e minutes. ' 
l\lr. TIMBERLAKE. I dislike to take tile gentleman's time 

to answer this question. 
1\fr. GREEN of Iowa. I want you to do so. 
Mr. TIMBERLAKE. I want to answer this and get it into the 

RECORD. There is recoyered. as pure tungsten out of a ton of 
tungstic ore of the richness of 60 per cent W03 758 pounds. 
That is, 1 ton of 2,000 pounds tungsten ore equals 758 pounds 
pure tungsten. That enters into the tungsten steel and ferro
tungsten in \arious percentages, in accordance with the nature 
of the alloy. As the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN] stated, 
the tariff on this amount to be covered is $1 per pound of pure 
tungsten, or $758, instead of the amount quoted by the gentle
man. 

Mr. KITCHIN. 1\lr. Chairman--
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I can not yield to the gentleman. I 

just want to ay it i perfectly plain, if the gentleman has given 
the question now as he wants it, that 60 per cent ore, if it is 
made to yield GO per cent, will bring 1,200 pounds of tungstic 
trioxide, and it takes, as I said before, 2! tons of tungstic tri
oxide to make a ton of pure ore, and that will give you the amount 
required if anybody wants to fix it. Therefore the answer of the 
gentleman from North Carolina was entirely wrong. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield for a different ques
tion? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 
1\Ir. GARNER. I want the gentleman from Iowa [1.\.fr. 

GREE~], and I know he is a conscientious man, to answer a ques
tion . The whole dispute between the Republican and Demo
cratic members of the House and the 'Vays and Means Com
mittee is as to the rate to be levied. Does the gentleman from 
Iowa say he does not believe that twice the amount of the tariff 
in the Payne bill is sufficient when under that bill they were 
producing 75 per cent of the product? Will the gentleman say 
that? 

l\lr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes; I will say it when we come to the 
bill and when your amendment is offered. I do not care to take 
the time now, because I am taking the time which the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. FoRDXEY] ought to have. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. GREEN] has expired. 

MESSAGE FRo;\[ TIIE PTIESIDENT OF THE trniTED STATES. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. MADDEN having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing 
from the President of the United States, by Mr. Sharkey, one 
of his secretaries, informed the House of Representatives 

LVIII--~GO 

' 

that the P1;esident had approved anLl signed joint resolutions 
and bill of the following titles: 

On A.uglist 15, 1919 : 
H . .J. Res. 150 . .Joint resolution to suspend the requirements 

of annual assessment work on certain mining claims during 
the year 1919 ; -

H . .J. Res. 163 . .Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
Labor to lease the Charleston immigration station and dock 
connected therewith ; and 

H. R. 7110. An act exten<ling the time for the construction ot 
a bridge across Flint lli\er, in the State of Georgia. 

. TUNGSTE- ORES IN THE UNITED STATES. 
The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous· con ·ent to 

proceed for 20 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani

mous consent that he may proceed for 20 minutes. Is there ob
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com
mittee, when the gentleman from North Cai·olina [Mr. KITCHI~] 
a little while ago referred to a statement that I made on the 
floor of the House day before yesterday he was unfair. I want 
to repeat . exactly what I did say. I read from the hearings 
before the Committee on Ways and Means, and from a , tate
ment furnished by William Loach, chairman of the ttmgsten com
mittee of the Boulder County Metal Mining Association. 

He said: 
Extending this increase of cost into the finished steel. we arrive at 

the ratio of 15 cents per ton, or seventy-five one-thousandths of 1 cent 
peJ; pound finished steel. , 

That testimony is in the recortl. Whether it is correct or not 
I do not know. I am not an expert on the manufacture or use 
of tungsten. Neither is there a man on this floor who is an 
expert and who knows all about the manufacture of tungsten. 
We must rely upon information given by experts that appeared 
before the Committee on Ways and Means, and that is the in
formation that I rely upon. 

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 

to the gentleman from Colorado? 
Mr. FORD~TEY. I will, if you will be very brief. 
Mr. VAILE. I wish to suggest to the gentleman that the 

consumer of finished steel is the consumer that the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. GARNER] is so concerned about-the ultimate 
consumer. 

Mr. FORD:~EY. Yes. Gentlemen, the gentleman from Korth 
Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN] said yesterday that " when the manu
facturers of this country came before the Committee on Ways 
and Means Mr. FoRDNEY sat there in fear and trembling." 
[Laughter.] He said that when the manufacturer said" I want 
60 cents duty," Mr. FORD:!'.""EY immediately wrote down GO cents 
and gave it to him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. If the gentleman will permit me, I newr said 
that. · 

1\Ir. FORDNEY. That is the substance of the gentleman's 
statement. Whether those were the correct words or_ not, that is 
the substance of your statement. You never saw me in fear 
and trembling when any man was testifying before the commit
tee, did you? [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman permit me to make a 
correction? Both of us want to be fair to each other. ·wm the 
gentleman permit me there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; I will yield, but I will a k the gentle

man to be . brief, if he please. 
Mr. KITCHIN. I never said that when the manufacturer 

saicl " I want $10 a unit " Mr. FORDNEY wrote it down. I said 
1\fr. FoRDNEY said, "'Vhat rate do you want?" He says, "$10 
a unit." Then I took up the bill and read from the bill. Every
body knows what you did. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. In his very entertaining speech on Tuesday 
the gentleman from North Carolina implied that Republicans · 
accepted information from American producers as the basis for 
the rates of duty provided for in this bill. I might add that in 
the recent hearings before the committee we listened to some very 
sound testimony from representatives of American laboring men 
favorable to tariff protection. Further, we heard representatives 
of the Geological Survey, the American Mining Congress, and the 
Tariff Commission, and were quite convinced that in the interest 
of industrial independence for America prompt tariff protectioa 
should be afforded the tungsten industry. 

In reply to the gentleman from North Carolina [1.\Ir. KITCHIN], 
and by way of contrast, permit me to offer a bit of en<lence fhat 
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came to light in 191.6 indicating the caliber of people whom the I Cash received in generaL- ----- - - ------------;---------;-
-n. t d t h bl"ndl followed and catered to in Campaign expenses ________________________ $77, 622. 23 

$96,6Gl. 71 

.uemocra s seeme o · ave 1 Y General expenses of Fruit Importers' Union 
the preparation of the tariff act of October 3, 1913. Truth will Aug. 13, 1913 ------ ------------------~ 15, 076. 87 
come to light. It took this information two years to come to the 
surface~ but when it did come out it bubbled forth in an alto
gether unique and convincing manner. Silician fruit producers, 
it appears, together with some Italian importers, employed an 
att(}rney by the name of Beer, with offices at 71 Broadway, New 
York City, to lobby for a reduction o:.: the import duty on lem
ons. The major portion of the fee was contingent upon .results 
obtained, and on NoYember 15, 1915·, Mr. Beer filed a suit to 
collect the balance of the fee, ·which he claimed had not been 
paid as provided for by contract. 

A Yery interesting report of the snit appearell in the· New 
York Sun in 1\larch, 1916 and the following are significant ex
tracts from the statement published in that paper. I referred 
to this matter once before on · the- floor of the House : 

" It was provitl.ed," Beer said, " by the terms of the said agreement 
that the defendants were to pay the plaintiif a.n.d the said Osborne the 
sum of 15,000 as a retainer, together" with all expenses in.cur.red by the 
plaintiff, and the said Osborne is endeavoring to obta.in the aforesaid 
revision and general reduction of the said duty, and an additional um_ 
of "60,000 in the event that the duty on Italian lemons, either through 
act of Congress or any other function or in.strumeDtality of the nited 
::ltates Government, was. reduced to the rate eq.ual to th-e rate of duty 
provill.ed in the so-called Wilson T::u:iff Act.,., 

Mention is made in the- atfidm:i.t of a, supplementary agreement tha.t 
in case the t:uiff was rut from $1.20 a box to 35 cents they were to 
have the $60,000. 

They went to worlc. ·T.he affidavit desaibing their labors sa-ys that 
they frequently appeared before the Ways and Means Committee and 
the Senate Committee on FinancP, hired speakers, and sent out mil-
lions of pieces of " literature.' r · 

" We can· only say about this- suit of Mr_ Beer: that we :rre surprised," 
said S. Amoroso, second vice president of the Importers' Union, yes
t'erday. "Why should we be sued for $75,000 or $110,000? Why has 
it not been paid"? 

"We did: raise a fund, amounting. in all to about $14D,OOO, to have 
the tariff on Sicilian. lemons reduced, and we did· hire- Mr. Beer to have 
it clone. In the United States the imp01~ter . , by paying 5 cents a. box 
on lemons imported, raised $105,000. and the Sicilian societies raised 
$3G.OOO more·. Now that is· all over,. we are- asked f(}r $7G,OOO more. 

"What has become of the $140,000"? We do not· know. We have 
repeatedly asked for an accounting and have not received it. We have 
demanded it and it has not been given to u s. We are told to keep 
quiet, not to raise a row.'" 

Mr. Beer presented his interpretation of the &ituation last night. 
IDs suit, he said, will soon be settled by the Sicilian. societ:les- of 
Palermo. "And I will be glad to get out of it," said. Mr_ Beer. "I 
do not want any more trouble like this~ I do not mind saying that 
beginning with 1910 we accomplished s.om.e mighty effective work." 

'.rhere are 2,000 000 voters of Italian blood in this country, he ex
plained, and his first wor-k was to get every one of them stirred up. 

IDocnments· were sent tu them favoring the Itallan fruit growers, and 
' letters, papers, "missionaries," speakers, and postal cards were used. 

.. In 1910," he saw, .. the effect of this movement was- shown in the 
tVOtes of close distriets. AU the Italians voted for the Democrats, and 
. the Democrats realized it." fu the :rresidential campaign of 1912· Mr. 
t.Beer. sa~d the. Italians wer-e in fiill swing fon Woodrow Wilson. "We 
organized th.e Italian Democratic League," he said, "and had bmnches 
all over the country. We did nothing- but ~reach democracy to them. 
I run a Republican: except· where my client s interests are coneerned, 
and I want to say that the effectiveness of' our work was- well knowu 
and recognized." 

[Laughter on the Republican side.] 
The Fruit Importers' Union, through Preshlent Zito~ has submitted 

the · following statement • • • oi the receipts ano disbursements 
in connection wit.h the campaign and general office a.nd labor expenses : 

Caslb rece:ivea front Julv, 11J10, to Aug., 1913. 
PER T.!.X OF 5 CE)."'TS Plil.R BOX COLLE(:TED ·BY AUCTIONEEilB, SICILUX 

LEMONS. 
Brown & Seccomb, from July, 1910, to· Mar., 1911 _____ __ _ 
Connolly Auction Co., from July, 1910, to 1\.far_, 1911 ____ _ 
H. Harris & Co., from July. 1910, to Mar., 191L ________ _ 
Philadelphia Auction Co., from J:uly. 1910, to Mar., 1911 __ _ 
N. 0 . Fruit Auction Co., from July, 1910, to Mar., 1911_ __ _ 

$12,854. 55 
27,557.79 

663.29 
1,583.es 
1,494.54 

44,153.25 
PER TiY OF 2 PEXCE PER BOX FROY .AGESZIE E LEG.!., SICILY. 

~~ga Agrumaria, from May, 1911, to Se~t., 191.2_ ___ ______ $20, 20G. 60 
Sirup. Spence &. Y., from May, 1911, to :Sept-;r: 1912-- ----- 3, 502. 94 
Hirzel, Feltman. & Co., from .May, 1911, to o::~ept., 1!>12____ 8, 195. 46 
Lloyd Sabudo, from May, 1911, t<l Sept., 1912___________ _ 2, 104. 58 
Hamburg-American Line , from May, 19ll, to Sept., 1912__ 488. 17 
White Star Line {Boston) from F eb., 1911, to Sept., 1912- 697.40 
White Star Line (New rork ) , from May, 1011, to Sept., 

1912----- - - - - ---- - -- - - - - - ------------------ -------
N. Y. Fruit Ex.change, one half expen ·e teL, from May, 

1!)10, to July, 1913------------- ------- ---- ------'Yax o-n. boXt's from several of :Messina_ _____ ___ _____ _ 

703. 00 

303.27 
1,284.38 

37,84G.70 
T'Elt 'l'.!.X. SETE X-EIGHTIIS OUT OF ~00 llR.Oll AU"CTIO~"'EERS A:S]) UIPOUTE RS, 

SICILIA~ LE.lfONS. 
Connolly Auction Co., Kov., 1912, to Aug., 1913- --- ------
l•'ruit Auction Co., Nov., 1012A to Aug., 1913 ____ ___ _____ _ 
Brown & Seccomb, Nov., 1!lb:, to Aug., 1913 __________ _ 
Connolly Auction Co., night permits __________ _,__ _ _ . _ 

5, 243. 9!) 
2. 213.49 
5,968.23 

Brown & Seccomb, night permits---------------- ---
Fruit Auction Co., n1ght permits _______ _____________ _ 
From importers: seven-eighths cent paid us directly _____ _ 

Total ________________________ : _______________ _ 

40'Z.38 
445_4.8 
3!)5.14 
34.8. 05 

- - ---
15,.021. 76 

06, 661. 71 

D:?,G90.10 

Balance in bank______ _________________________ ~,063.61 

We. the undersigned, members of the finance committee. have exam
ined the books of .the Fruit Importers' Union and have found account
ing correct and to our entire satisfaction. 

GIUSEPPE CAPPAOOXU. 
FRANK ZITO. 
S. AMOROSO. 

They also submit the following letter, dated September 15, 1913: 
" Members of the general assembly of the Fruit Importers' Union, in 

their meeting of to-day, have voted on the motion of Mr. Fortunato Mar
ciano D'Arsi as follows : 

" 'Mr. D'Arsi moves that th e members of the assembly give a vote of 
confidence to the board of tru tees of the · Fruit Importers' Union for 
having so wisely conducted the difficult negotiations for the reduction 
of the tariff on imported lemons, and at the same time to authorize 
them, the said board of trustees, to complete the possibility oi the col
lection to pay the obligations assumed (at their own convenience) to 
the lawyers, collaborators who assumed to obtain the reduction of the 
tax on imported lemons.' " 

The duty on lemons under the Payne tariff law was 1! cents 
per pound. On the crate in general use this duty amounted to 
$1.2(); It is interesting to note that the tariff act of October 
3, 1913, reduced the duty on lemons in packages-exceeding 1-! 
an{l n-ot exceeding 2:1 cubic feet-to 35 cents per package. On 
lemons in bulk the duty was reduced to H cents per pound. 
Tbis rate--35" cents per crate-is what M1~. Beer contracted to 
secure. In the suit and in statements concerning the contro
versy he claimed he did effective work for the De.nwcratic 
Party and that his efforts were recognized. 

Now, I ask, to whom did the Democrats listen when they were 
framing the Underwood tariff law? The producers of lemons 
in Florida and California were here protesting against a reduc
tion of the duty on lemons, and at the same time the importers 
and foreigners maintained a highly paid lobby to work for a 
reduction. The duty was reduced and the paid lawyers of the 
importers claim they did effective work and were recognized. 
Gentlemen on the Democratic side, I do not make accusations 
of dishonesty, but I do say, however, that you gave your whola 
time and attention to, and permitted yourselves to be influenced 
by, the importer and the foreigner, absolutely to the detriment 
of your own people. [Applause.] Now, when Repuhlicans 
come before- Congress and offer a bill to increase the duty on 
tungsten, a very important metal, a metal ab olutely necessary 
to industry in time of peace and war, you rise up in horror with 
accusations of bad faith. You accuse Republicans of being 
in1Iuenced by monopoly and not considering the laboring people 
o-f the Nation. No matter who makes it, that statement is far 
from h·ue. We believe in America first. ami we \alue indus
trial independence· for the Nation. In framing tariff laws, the 
Republicans take into consideration all the people of eyery 
State in the Union without prejudice in fayor of one industry 
or one State against another. [Applause.] 

Wh11e alluding to the statements of the gentleman from North 
Carolina I want t<> state his general assumption '<that the entire 
import duty is added to the price of all articles in this country " 
is er1·oneous and ca:n n<>t be substantiated. Upon this fallacious 
assnmption he bases his tariff arguments. If his reasoning is 
sound, why d<> you think the people interested in Sicilian lemons 
were so willing to gamble $140,000 in an effort to secUI'e a re
duction of duties on their products? Will anyone contend they 
did not know they could add a sufficient sum to their selling 
price to reimburse themselves? It was worth many times 
$140,000 to get the reduction on citrus fruits. 

Please listen to this testimony of Dr. Herty, formerly the head 
<>f the chemistry department of the University of North Caro 
lina, relative to the effect of certain increased tariff rates con
tained in the act of 1916. I am rea ding from page 152 of hear
ings before the Ways and Means Committee on June 19 and 20 
of this year : 

Mr. MOORE. Then. the inference is that there was such competition in 
the manufacture in the United States following the p:1ssage of the act 
of 1016 that the prices were reduced? 

Dr. HERTY. That was the point. 
Mr. MoonE. The manufacture increased and the prices eame down 

despite the fact that we levied a tariff in 1916? 
Dr. HERTY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. UoORE. That is what you intend to illustrate? 
Dr. HERTY. That bears out the situation. 
Mr. HuLL. You do not intend to convey the idea. that competition 

would hold prices down under any kind of a t:ariff that might be neces· 
sary to protect the dyestuff industry? 

Dr. HEmTY. I can only judge by the results a s shown here. The prices 
are coming down and there is competition. 

l\fr. MOORE. You came· h ere from North Carolina, where you bad bee'n 
af tile head of: a college? 

Dr; HERTY. The head of the chemistry department. 
Mr. MOO"R.E. Dr. Herty had become, by reason of his experience and 

knowledge of chemistry, one of the leading chemists in the United Stat~ · 
and came here despite all t raditions, to support a protective tariff 
with regard to dyestuffs, and in spite of the fact that a tariff was levied 
which was supposed to be a bigb tariff and which accoruing to the 
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theories of some gentlemen increases the cost of the product to the con
sumer in the Uuited State!';. lle comes here now to state that the opera
tion of the law has been to so stimulate the industry in the United States 
as to encourage chemists to go to work and increase the manufacture, 
and that the prices hnvf' f!One down hy 1·eason of the co!Dpetition within 
the United States. 'l'hat is what th e doctor shows. Am I right about 
that'? 

Dr. JIEnTY. Yes, sil". · 
l\Ir. MoonE. 'l'he price bas ~::one sll::auily (]own in the United States 

anu production has increased, so that we have been able to supply the 
consumer che~per than ever before, despite the fact that a high tariff 
was levied. That is the fact? 

Dr. IlERTL Yes, sir. 
Does not this lead you to belieYe that the foreigner <loes not 

gi\e the consumer in America the benefit of every tariff reduc
tion? In H>09 :in increased duty imposed upon hosiery 
transferred the major portion of the industry to tlrls country, 
an<l domestic competition resulted in lower prices. Likewise, the 
<1uty \Yas increased on post cards, with a corresponding result. 
Prior to 1909 oYer 90 per cent of the post cards were " made in 
Germanr," and th"c universal price ,yas 5 cents a card. Soon 
after a substantial import duty was levied 95 per cent of our 
post cards were made in America, and the popular retail price 
was 1 cent a card. This price resulted from healthy competition 
at home. I could show you how sugar price~ have advanced 
uuring the season anu the domestic crop is off the market. I 
could gi\e any number of instnnces to prove thnt the basic as
sumption upon which the gentleman from North Carolina founds 
his argument is ridiculous and unbusinesslike. 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN] said that 
this rate is a 900 per cent increase over the Payne tariff rate on 
tungsten. Why, you _can fix any percentage of increase you care 
to think up, from nothing to everything, and that is just what 
you are doing. There is no importeu tungsten which under ex
isting law pays any duty. It comes in free. The only duty paid 
is on such tungsten as comes in in the form of metal, and not 
in the form of ore, thet·efore a per cent of duty may be rated 
:·e~·y many hundred per cent ,·;hen counted from nothing to some
dung. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. · 
Mr. GARNER. There was a duty in the Payne-Aldrich law 

on tungsten ore and on pure tungsten. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Ten per cent ad \alorem. 
1\lr. GARNER. Ten per cent ad yalorem on the ore and 20 

per cent ad valorem on the tungsten. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Depending on the value of the article. 
1\lr. GARNER. The \alue of the article. 
1\lr. FORDNEY. W"11en \alued at less than $200 a ton the 

duty was 10 per cent ad Yalorem, and when valued at more than 
$200 a ton the duty was 20 per cent ad yalorem. 

Mr. GARNER. Yes. Now let me ask the gentleman this ques
tion: The Payne-Aldrich law having had that duty, the question 
here is not so much as to whether you are letting somebody dic
tate the rate of duty. The question is as to the rate. I think 
that is the main question that eYery man in thi. House wants to 
consider. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I agree \Yith the gentleman. That is fair. 
1\lr. GARNER. Why are rou not willing to say that twice the 

amount of the Parne-Aldrich duty should be sufficient to main
tain this industry ·when you consi<ler the fact that 75 per cent 
of the tungsten used in this country was produced in this country 
under the Payne-Al<lt·ich tariff? Will the gentleman answer 
that one question? 

Mr. FORD:NEY. The duty in the Payne-Aldrich law was ad 
valorem, and this duty is specific. · 

l\lr. GARNER. .Just a moment--
l\1t·. FORD1\'"EY. Let me answer you. 
l\Ir. GARNER. All right. 
:Mr. FORDNEY. Tungsten is selling now for $7.50 a unit in 

this country. The ore in this country that the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN] referred to as being stored here 
\Yas imported, ns the evidence from a Government authority 
shows, at from $20 to $30 a unit. That is what the ore cost the
importer. During the war, when we must have tungsten and 
must depend on imported tungsten, we paid as high as $90 a 
unit. Now, if you "-m base the ad valorem rate on $90 a unit, 
~·on will have $9,000 a ton duty, or if based on $10 a unit, the 
duty would be $1,000. You can not measure an ad valorem 
duty fairly ·in comparison with a specific duty when the value 
fiuctuates from $7.50 a unit to $90 a uni.t. It is no fair com
parison, sir. [Applause.] 

l\lr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FORDNEY . . I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. GARNER. I believe the gentleman from Michigan will 

admit that it is nearly impossible, if not quite impossible, to 
get at the cost of production in this country and the cost 
of production abroad. Therefore it is difficult to levy any 

rate from that standpoint. Now, ·I .am putting this concrete 
situation to the gentleman: Under the Payne Act we pro
duced 75 per cent of the tungsten used in this country. If we 
double the rate, ought not that to be sufficient to enable us to 
continue to produce 75 per cent of the tungsten used in this 
country? 

l\Ir. FORDNEY. No; I do not think so. 
Mr. GARNER. Tell me why. 
l\Ir. FORDNEY. I will tell you why as nearl-y as I can. 

It is a very difficult question to answer under present con
ditions, but the gentleman is fair and his question is fair. 
My good friend, it does not depend so much upon the justness 
of the duty as it does upon sustaining an industry that we must 
have when we need it badly. What dif:erence does it make to 
you whether the rate is high or low, if the question is whether 
we can be sure of getting the metal to fight the enemy when 
we need it? That is the point. 

The CHAIRl\lA.i~. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\lr. GARNER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 

may have two minutes more in o:rder that he may answer my 
question. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The ..gentleman from Texas asks unan
imous consent that the time of the gentleman from Michigan 
be extended two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GARNER. I am just as anxious as the gentleman from 

Michigan is to maintain this industry in this country ail<] 
have it so that in case of war we may have this metal. 

l\Ir. FORDNEY. I had not quite concluded my answer. 
Mr. GARNER. As· I say, I am just as anxious to maintain 

this industry in this country as the gentleman is, so that we 
may have a sufficiency of it in case of war. The only question 
here is as to the rate, and .I submit that when under the 
Payne-Aldrich Act we produced in this country 75 per cent 
of the metal necessary to run the Government, on a 10 per cent 
duty, now that we propose on this side to double that amount 

' it does seem to me that that rate should be sufficient to main
tain the industry in this country. 

l\Ir. FORDNEY. I have not time to read from the record, 
but the gentleman is fair about it and I have a statement be· 
fore our committee which shows that the major portion of the 
tungsten ore of the world is controlled by the British, and in Asia 
where the ore is wntrolled by the British they are mining it and 
bringing it to England for $1.92 a unit, tungsten ore of 60 per 
cent purity. 'Vhen the price of tungsten declined to $17 a unit 
after-the armistice our mines were compelled to close down, and 
they have been closed ever since. We can not produce it for 
less than $17 per unit. That is the testimony before the com
mittee. Other testimony is that China can produce tungsten 
and lay it down in this country at $7 and $8 a unit. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 
Mr. SNYDER. The gentleman from Texas [l\1r. GABxER] 

seems to be harping upon the fact timt under the Payne-Aldrich 
Act we produced 75 per cent of tungsten used in this country. 

l\Ir. FORDNEY. We used a very small amount at that time. 
Mr. SNYDER. At that period the use of tungsten in self

hardening steel was hardly known, and the quantity which we 
produced then, which may have been 75 per cent, is less than 
10 per cent of what we are using to-day. 

l\1r. FORDNEY. Yes. Out of our total annual consumption 
of some 7,500 tons to-day we are producing but 25 per cent, 
which is more than 100 per cent of our consumption at the time 
the gentleman referred to. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. A Bourbon has been described as a man who forgets 
nothing and who learns nothing. The world moves and con
stantly changes and wise men change with it, but your Bourbon 
never does. He is the only finite thing on this mundane sphere 
to whom may be ascribed those attributes of the infinite-the 
same yesterday, to-day, and forever. Other men learn, he never 
does. Experience means nothing to him. It is true that his 
virtues do not change, but neither do his vices. He has so \ery 
few virtues, however, that that does not matter much. 

Some Democrats have objected to the appellation of the name 
"Bourbon" to their party, and I am frank to say that in the 
recent past, at times, the party has made just a little progress; 
at least some of its members have in getting away from Bour
bonism, but so far as certain gentlemen in command of the party 
are concerned, we have had the strongest kind of proof in the 
last day or two that their Bourbonism continues unchanging 
as of yore. 

We have had a great war, · and the Great War has taught 
most of the people of the world many things. It .has empha· 
sized-aye, it has .burned into the minds and consciences of a~l 
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wise men-the fact iliat nations to grow a..1d prosper and hold 
their place on the worlll and be mighty and influential for good 
in the world must in the main lJe self-supporting. The war has 
proT"en to wi e men the utter folly of depending upon others for 
tho ·e vital and essential things which you may and can produce 
your::;elf. The war brought us face to face with a situation in 
which this, the greatest Nation on earth, the most powerful 
people in the world, the land of the greatest resources, was at 
the mercy of foreigners and of the enemy. We lacked the ma
terials necessary for the manufacture of powder needed to hurl 
the instruments of destruction. We lacked the minerals that 
were essential to put a cutting edge on the tools necessary to 
make the implements and instruments of desh·uction. We pro
pose to see that such a condition does not exist in the future. 

The CHA.IRl\lAN. The time of the gentleman from ·wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. VAILE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman' · time may be c>xtended for fiTe minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN Is there objection? 
There was no objection. . 
Mr. 1\IONDELL. Strong and forceful, powerful though we 

were, we were almost helple in the'face of a foreign monopoly 
on certain e ential products. :Jiost of the American people 
took nn oath deep down in their hearts that this condition 
should not exist in a future emergency. [Applause.] Yes, 
and the people who pledged themselves to that proposition do 
not all of them \Ote the Republican ticket, and they have not 
all of them heretofore , ubscribed themsel\es as protectionists, 
for there is some wisdom eYen among bourbons, among the 
forward looking of the party. "'e have looked forward to the 
time when we should be able to 11lace America in a position of 
indevendence in the matter of e sential materials. We have 
looked forward to that time in the hope and expectation that 
we would have some little support at least from the Democratic 
side of the aisle, and r think we will have some such support. 
I am certain we will have it, but it is very evident that we are 
not to have any support, any comfort, in e tablishing the 
economic independence of America from some of the leaders 
on that side. [Applause on Republican side.] 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. 1\IONDELL. The very first effort that is made to estab

li h the independence of this country in a product that is essen
tial instead of finding the kind of support and assistance that 
we gave gentlemen on that side during the war we are met 
with unfair criticisms and misstatements of the facts. 

Mr. GARNER. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MONDELL. I have only a couple of minutes. 
1\Ir. GARNER. I shall get the gentleman some m{)re time if 

I can. The gentleman i now discussing essentials. I . ask the 
gentleman to consider the question of rates to be levied in this 
bill. That wa the only difference between tllis side and the 
Republican side, at least so far as I am concerned. I want 
to fix this industry so that it will maintain itself in this coun
try but I do not want to levy a rate that is absolutely ridiculous, 
as I think the rate in this bill is. For instance, under the Payne 
law we had a certain rate under which we produced in this 
country 75 per cent of the products that we are putting the 
rate on. If we were able to do that under that rate, it does 
seem to me that if we double the rate we could continue to 
do tll same thing. 

Mr. HAl\llLTOX. May I ask the gentleman from Texas if 
he i · . peaking for the Democratic Party in making that state
ment? 

Mr. GARNER. I am speaking for myself. 
Mr. HAMILTON. That is the way I understood it. 
1\lr. MONDELL. I am glad to have the statement of the 

gentleman from Texas that he desires to put this industry on 
its feet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of t11e gentleman from w·yoming 
ha again expired. 

I\Ir. MOl\TDELL. l\lr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may have three minutes more. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
1\Ir. l\10:1\TDELL. I am glad to have the gentleman's statement 

to tbat effect. I am inclined to belie•e that there are man:r gen
tlemen on that ide who feel that way; but the way to accom
plish that, I want to say to my friend from Texas and others, is 
not by relying on his judgment, for, while he is a very wise man 
in many ways, I assume be does not know much more about 
tungsten than I do. The way to accomplish that is to depend 
upon the judgment of men who kp.ow. The remarkable fact in 
connection with this bill is this, that while it is to the interest 
of men mining tungsten in foreign lands to have the duty low, 
and while it i to the selfish int~rest of _many manufacturers 

to have the duty low, practically all of those who came before 
the committee, importer and manufacturer alike, the men rep
resenting interests that were selfishly interested in keeping 
the price of tungsten low, were in agreement in the mn.in on 
the rates proposed by the committee. And I intend in this as 
in all other matters to take the judgment of the committee. 
to take the judgment of the men who know, to take the judg
ment of the men who have studied the matter and who have 
arrived at an agreement as to the rate. It is barely possible 
that the tungsten industry in America could be developed with 
a rate somewhat lower than that proposed. It is possible. · I 
doubt it; but I do know this, that a rate now placed on tungsten 
such as is proposed will make America in a short time largely 
independent of foreign nations as to tungsten, and I do know that 
as soon as it is demonstrated that American tungsten can be 
produced at a rate lower than the price that will be established 
by competition under this law the Congress ~ll reduce the tariff 
rate. [Applause.] That is the history of Republican legislation.. 
Gentlemen, the important thing is to make us largely independ
ent of all the world in the matter of tungsten. This rate will do 
it .. It is doubtful if a lower rate would. [Applau e on the R~
publican side.] 

The CHAffil\lAl."{. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\lr. CLARK of 1\Iissonri. l\Ir. Chairman, I would like to hav 

fiTe minutes. 
The CHAIRl\l.tL". The gentleman from ~lis ouri asks unani

mous consent to speak for five minutes. Is there objection·? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. l\Ir. Chairman and gentlemen, tltc 
discourse of the gentleman from Wyoming [1\fr. l\IoNDELL] in 
describing the Bourbon is the best description of the RepubliC'an 
Party that has ever been gi\en since the morning stars first san.:; 
together. [Applause on the Democratic si~.] It fits his party 
like a glove, for in truth it ne\er learns anything and never 
forgets. The gentleman from Wyoming knows, and no one 
knows better, that the Republicans were driven out of this Hotve 
in 1910 more on account of the Payne tariff bill than any othet· 
one operating cause. [Applause on the Democratic side.l 

Now, this strange thing happened : When the fir t UndenYood 
bill was introduced here the Hon. JAMES R. 1.\fANK, who was the 
Republican leader then-and he was as able a Republican leader 
as has ever been in thL'> Hou e, I will ay that much for him, 
it is my honest opinion-every time that a rate wa chana-eel 
from the Payne bill in the Underwood i.>ill, he arose in his place 
and offered to amend by substituting the Payne rn.te as some
thing almost sacred, although he voted against the conference 
report on the Payne bill anil spoke again t it. Well, now, yon 
ha-ve got back again in the House and Senate, and you not only 
commence where you left off but you make it wor e than it was 
before. There is a game played in which there is a phrase of 
" raising your opponent," and that is what you arc doin~ now 
on your own record. 

A l\:lEMBER. What is it? 
1\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. I ba \e forgotten the name of tlw 

game. But these gentlemen ba\e gone far afield in this debate 
here to-day. Brother FoRD~-"EY barked back to the tariff nn 
lemon in 1911 or 1912, or orne where along there, and spent 
all of his time on tim . Well, whatever happened then has gone. 
Macauley says that when Charles II came back from exile. or 
as Charle himself facetiously termed it, his tra\els. lte 
had the greatest opportunity any man ever had of being tlte 
most popular King of England, for all he had to do wns to do 
what was right. But he went back to his olu wallow. The 
consequence was his brotller, the ill-fate<l James the Seconu, 
was sent on "his tra,els." I llave a great deal of respect for 
the gentleman from 1\liclligllil [Mr. FonD "'EY] . He i the only 
one of the whole crowd of yon who has the courage of hi con
Yictions and i willing to go the whole hog. [Laughter.] You/ 
new Members here do not know it, but I have stated on the floo~· 
of this House a llalf a dozen times that if you gave Brother 
FoBDNEY carte blanche to write a tariff bill there would be but 
one sentence in it, and that would be that anything that can 
be produced in America and also abroad shall not be imported 
into this country at all. [Laughter and applause.] But no"~ 
if the rest of you will go "ith Mr. FoBDNEY you will ha\e it 
fixed to the queen's taste. He said here the other <lay-and it 
seems strange to me that he or any other man of intelligence 
would state such a thing, and this has nothing to do with the 
tungsten bill any more than hi speech had [laughter]-he sairl 
here the other da;r, in substance, that whenever the Republicnn 
were in charge you lmd prosperity, and when -we were in charge 
you did not. 

l\fr. KNUTSOX. Is not that true? 
1\!r. CLAHK of l\Iissouri. No, sir; it i not; not a syllable ot 

it is tn1e. If you can remember 1873. Gen. Grant was Pre ·i-
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uent. There were hardly enough Democrats in the House to 
call the yeas and nays. The Senate was overwhelmingly Re
publican; the Republicans had had the Government for years and 
years, and a panic swept over this country which made men's 
teeth rattle from sea to sea and carried bankruptcy and ruin all 
over the land. You may be too young to remember, bnt--

Mr. LAYTON. Was it not due to the war? 
l\fr. CLARK of Missouri. No; it was not due to the war. I 

will give you a sample and let you see if it was due to the war. 
In 1907 Theodore Roosevelt was President. You had both 
Houses of Congress. You had bad them for years, and there 
came a panic in September, October, and November of 1907 that 
as high a Republican authority as Senator Aldrich said was the 
severest panic that this country had ever known. No war pro
uuced that. Sm·ely not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. LAYTON. Made to order in Wall Street? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; and ~Vall Street is ordering 

this bill here to-day, too. 
1\lr. ROl\l.JUE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

the gentleman have five minutes more. 
The OHAIRl\fAN. The gentleman from l\lissom~i asks unani

mou consent that his colleague may have five minutes more. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

~lr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, I want to tell you what I 
think about this debate. Like old Harper used to run horses in 
Kentucky, "from e'en to e'en "--

:Jir. FORD).TEY. I lmderstood the gentleman to ay that Wall 
, 'treet ordered this bill. What evidence has the gentleman of 
that? 

Mr. CLA.RK of lUis ·ouri. I have not anything but the regular 
evidence, that they order the Republican tariff bills. 

::\lr. FORDXEY. "\\!mt evidence ha\e you of that? 
~11'. CL:-lliK of Missouri. I have been here 25 years, and I 

have seen these fellows around these corridors, even in these 
committees, nml I have never seen anybody come here to repre
sent the great bo<ly of the American people. [Applause on the 
Democratic ide.] It was ahYnrs some fellow with an ax to 
grind. 

)Jr. FOilDl'EY. Docs the gE>ntleman know that there were 
laboring men befor·e the committee recently asking for increased 
dutie on articles produced in this country? 

~Ir. CLARK of Missouri. I did not know it. 
::\Ir. FORDNEY. Of course the gentleman did not. He was 

11ot prrsent and was not trying to inform himself. [Applause 
on the Hcpublican side.] 

::Hr. ULARK of Missouri. I did not know v.-!10 went before 
Uw committe-~ as to this bill. 

~Ir. FOHD~EY. The gentleman uill not inform himself, 
ditl he? 

::\Ir. CLAUK of Missouri. Xot on that particular point. Did 
you? 

~Ir. FORDNEY. The gentleman expressed that language 
\Yhcn he was uot really well informed, and said that we were 
catering .to Wall Street. 

::\lr. 'LARK of Missouri. "\Veil, that is the gentleman's ques
tion. Does not the gentleman think that I am as well informed 
generally as he is? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

:\Ir. FOllD~EY. l\fy clear friend, I rather think you are, ex:
C<'I1t on this subject. 

1\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. The tariff is a subject that I have 
studied oYer more than any other subject. I will tell you what 
happened when both you and I were on the Ways and Mean· 
Committee when the Payne bill was under consideration. There 
were ne,er but two ruen engaged in any protected industry that 
came in there and said that the tariff ought to be reduced--only 
two. And you folks lmcl carried that election in 1908 on the 
proposition that you were going to reduce the tariff. There was 
a man who came in there, a tin-plate man, that seemed to me to 
be a \ei'Y reasonable man--

l\lr. FORDi\TEY. "\Viii the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. CLARK of Missouri. I will. 
l\fr. FORDNEY. Is it not true that the Payne tariff law did 

reduce rat.es more than 25 per cent below the rates in the 
Dingley law? 

::\lr. CLARK of l\Hssouri. No, sir. What happened wus that 
the Pa~·ne bill raised the average tariff rate 1.71 per cent. I 
tlemonstratecl that here on the floor of the House the tlay we 
discus. ed the conference report. 

:\fr. FORDNEY. If you will take the ad valorem rates under 
the Dingley bill you will find they aYerage 26! per cent and 
under the Payne law 18~ per cent. 

~fr. CLARK of l\lissouri. On the day that we cliscussecl the 
conference report on the tariff bill I proved that it raised the 
rates 1.71 per cent, and the Secretary of the Treasury adopted 

my figures. [Applause on the Democratic side.] That is just 
exactly what he did. You people had an army of experts, and I 
had one poor schoolmaster from Arkansas that out:figured the 
whole crowd of them, and the Treasury adopted my figures. 
There was a tinplate manufacturer who came before that com
mittee, and he said we- should take one-half of a cent a pound 
off of tin; that we did not need it any more, and that in a few 
years we ought to take another half a cent off and leave the 
American tinplate manufacturer a differential of one-half a 
cent; that that was sufficient. He said when they started in the 
tinplate manufacturing they needed the cent and a half in order 
to ge~ the American markets. Outside of that man, who seemed 
to be a candid man and a fair man and a good American, there 
was a man who was engaged in the scrap-iron business. He said 
there was no sense in the tariff on scrap iron. Outside of those 
two, every blessed man that came in there to testify wanted a 
raise in the tariff. 

l\fr. C..JUfPBELL of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Did not 1\:Ir. Carnegie ask that 

steel products be put on the free list in the preparation of that 
bill? 

The OHAIRl\IAl'l. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. POU. lllr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 

gentleman have 10 minutes more. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, no ; I do not want it. Is my 

time exhausted? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
l\Ir. CLARK of l\1issouri. I would like two minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Ohair benrs none. 
Mr. CLARK of 1\Iissouri. In answer to the ques-tion of the 

gentleman from Kanc::as, I do not know as to Mr. Carnegie. I 
think he \\US there one day when I was not there. Somebody 
inYeigled me to go down to North Carolina to make a speecb. 

fr. CA1\IPBELL of Kansas. He was on his feet for eight 
hours, and underwent one of the most severe cross-examinations 
I ever heard a witness subjected to, and was cross-examined by 
Republicans. He was not in favor of a tariff on his product. He 
wanted to prrt it on the free list. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I did not happen to be there that 
clay. I agree with the gentleman from Texas [l\Ir. GAB~EB.] 
that we should produce in this country, if possible, articles 
needed in war, and the production of such articles should be 
encouraged, but the pending tungsten bill is protection run mad. 

I will give you my opinion about this debate. This is in some 
features a very futile debate, and I feel that I really ought to 
apologize to the House for having taken any time on it myself. 
'Ve have certain things that should be done in this Congress. 
We ought to do what we can to cut down the high cost of li\ing. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

l\1r. KNUTSON. 1\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CL~illK of l\fissouri. Yes. 
1\fr. KNUTSON. Why did not the Democratic Party get busy 

in 1913 on the high cost of living? It was an issue in 1912. 
This is all poppycock. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. ::Uaybe it is; but I will tell you what 
kind of 110ppycock it is. It will put all you fellows out if you 
do not attend to it. [Laughter.] That is true, jnst as cer
tainly as you are alive. 

l\Ir. KNUTSON. The gentleman is speah.-ing from experience? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No. I am showing you what will 
happen to you. There will not be enough of rou in the next 
Congress to demand the ayes and noes Unless you cut down the 
high cost of living and relieve millions of men, women, and c:bil
dren from tarvation. I think we ought to go to work and leave 
out the speech making and do what we can to relieve the ills ... 
tresses of the people of the United States. [Applau!':e on the 
Democratic side.] It is bootless to indulge in crimination and 
recriminatioil about it. Everybody knows that there is more 
than one element entering into tile high cost of li\ing. One of 
those elements is the expansion of the currency. There is no 
sense in anybody lying about it. Another element is these trusts 
tl1at have fixed up the prices of everything. Still another i~ 
the profiteers, and I have stated it over again several times that 
eYery profiteer in America ought to be put in the penitentiary. 
[Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has a'gain exJ)lred. 

l\Ir. CLARK of 1\lissouri. I will add one more sentence. I 
am in favor of quitting these extraneous debates and getting 
down to the work we are sent here to de. [Prolonged applause 
on the Democratic side.] 
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1\lr. HA~HL'.r0N. I hope tile gentleman will exercise his good 
offices amon; hi· colleagues on the other side to that end. 

l\lr. CLAHK of l\li ·ouri. I will, and also with oratorical 
Republicans. 

1\lr. FORD:~EY. l\lr. Chairman, has onlY the first section of 
the bill been read, or have the first two sections? 

The CHAIRMAN. The first section. 
l\lr. TREADWAY. l\Ir. Chairman, I desire to be recognized. 
The CHAIRl\1A~ ·. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 

unanimous consent to proceed for five minute . Is there objec· 
tion? 

There was no objection. 
1\lr. TREADW A.Y. 1\lr. Chairman, far be it from me to enter 

into ·any line of parliamentary dispute with the distinguished 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. Mr. Chairman, I do 
most heartily agree with him in the statement he makes that 
we had better get down to business and attend to the kind of 
business for which we are sent here. If I have sensed at all 
the sentiment of the times along that line, it is to do something 
for the American workingman. He can hardly from his day's 
pay make both ends meet, and that is one of the reasons for 
the passage of this T"ery bill and for the passage of bill · similar 
to it. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

ET"ery time there is a word said here about any increase of 
tariff the picture that the leading Member on the Democratic 
side painted the other clay, of somebody trembling, is presented, 
and tllat applies to the whole Democratic Party. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Now, the gentleman from l\lissouri [l\Ir. CLARK] referred to 
an ancient game that is probably more common with the people 
of Missouri than with those of Massachusetts , and therefore 
naturally I plead great ignorance about the conditions under 
which that ancient game is played. But he said somethin~ 
about "raising" somebody else. He says that we are" raising' 
the dut ies provided for tungsten in the Payne-Aldrich bill, 
which was passed by the Republican Party when in the majority 
here. \Ve are doing nothing of the kind. The Underwood bill 
came along and swept aside all duty on tungsten ore, and that 
i the condition that faces that industry to-day. There is no 
duty whatever on tungsten ore, and if we are raising the rate 
at all in this bill over the rate of the Payne-Aldrich bill, the 
reason for it is very clearly stated by l\lr. F. C . .Armstrong, the 
United States mineral sur,eyor, in his testimony at Denver. I 
am going to refer to this matter a moment later, but I want to 
refer to it particularly us applied to the statement of the gen
tleman from Mis ourL Here is the reason, my friends, for this 
propose<l increase in rates. 

Mr. KITCHIN. What page? 
1\Ir. TREADWAY. Page 82. I re:rd: 
hlinP labor, obtainable for $3 per day in 1914, now costs from $4.ri0 

upward, and is not nearly so efficient. 

There is the reason for any increase of rate in the present 
hill , namely, the rate of pay of the laborer has increased over 
50. per cent, ancl we want to meet that increase. The Republi
can Party has always stood for proper wages for the working
men. 

l\lr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mas ·achusetts 

yield to the gentleman from Texas? 
l\lr. TREADWAY. No. The ~entleman from Texas takes a 

great deal more time on the floor than I do and I decline to 
yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman declines to yiel<l. 
l\Ir. TREADWAY. There is the reason, gentlemen, for the 

increase referred to in this bill. 
1\Ir. GARNER. 1\fr. Chairman, "ill the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. TREADWAY. Certainly. 
1\lr. GARNER. The testimony there i to the effect that there 

is an increase of 50 per cent in labor. I ask the gentleman the 
question if the increase of 100 per cent in the Payne bill is 
not sufficient to meet that? 

l\lr. TREADWAY. l\Ir. Armstrong appeared before the United 
State · Tariff Commission nnd estimated the actual increase in 
the co t of production from both of these causes at 100 per 
cent. That is the gist of his testimony. Similar testimony ~;vas 
given also by other witnesses. H e says: 

In Yiew of the increased cost of li"\ing, the higher wages are by no 
meanS' unreasonable, but in connection with other elements of cost they 
are fast making a loss in the industry of mining. 

That is the testimony of a United States official. 
1\Ir. GARNER. 1\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman 'yield 

no-ain'? 
bl\Ir .. TREADWAY. Certainly. 
l\Ir. GAR1\TER. If you increase the Payne-Aldrich rate 100 

per cent, ought net that to reach the ituation! 

l\lr. TREADWAY. No. We nre faced by the situation left 
by the Democratic Underwood bill, with no tarif( whateyer on it. 

Mr. GARNER. Yes; but I am taking the Pa ·ne hill rate and 
doubling it. 

Mr. TREADWAY. You are talking about tho Payne bill, 
which became a law in 1909, an<l this ore was not discovered in 
this country until .1900. Practically there was in this country 
no product at the time of the enactment of the Payne bill 
making the rate such as the gentleman from Texn i · calling 
attention to now. 

The CHAIRl\IA1~. The time of the gentleman from Massa
chusetts has expired. 

1\Ir. TREADWAY. l\lr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for fiT"e minutes more. 

MT. JOHNSON of 'Vashington. Reserving the right to object, 
l\Ir. Chairman--

:Mr. BLANTON. I object, if the gentleman can not yield to a 
civil question. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Then I move to strike out the last word. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachu etts moves 

to strike out the last word. 
Mr. BLANTON. 1\lr. Chairman, a point of order. The gentle

man was speaking on a pro forma amendment. 
Mr. TREADWAY. No. I got unanimous consent to speak 

for five minutes. Now I mo\e to strike out the last word. 
l\fr. JOHNSON of Washington. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. JOHNSO~ of Washington. How much time remains for 

debate? 
The CHAIRMAX The debate upon this paragraph has been 

exhausted. 
1\Ir. JOHNSO~ of Washington. The debate is proceeding by 

unanimou consent, is it not? 
'J;he CHAIRl\llN. Debate has been exllau ted on this para-

graph and has been proceeding by unanimous consent . 
Mr. BLAi,TON. :Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 
The CHAIRl\IA1-:-. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BLANTON. The debate ha\ing been exhausteu, the gen

tleman from Massachusetts is out of order. 
Mr. TREADWAY. I have maue a new motion. 
l\Ir. BLANTON. The gentleman can speak only by ununimout: 

consent, and I object. 
1\'Ir. TREADWAY. I can speak on my motion. 
Mr. BLANTON. I raise a point of order again. t that. the 

debate having been exhausted--
1\lr. TREADWAY. The debate has not been exhau te<l on that 

motion, because it has never been started on that motion. 
The CHAIRl\IA.N. The Chair is inclined to think that several 

gentlemen have spoken on that motion. 
l\1r. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. TREADWAY. Then I move to strike out the puraO'rapll. 
The CHAIRl\IA! . ·The gentleman is recognized for five min-

utes. 
l\fr. BLANTOX. I raise a point oi' order again t that. 
The CHAIRl\IA.;.~. The point of order is overru!e(l, an(l the 

gentleman from l\Iassuchu etts is recognized. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from i\.Ia ·aC:bu etts 

yield? 
l\fr. TREADWAY. I yield to the gentleman from ~Iichigan. 
Mr. FORDNEY. In answer to the gentleman from Texa ·, I 

wish to call attention to the difference bet\veen an ad valorem 
duty and a specific duty. The gentleman from Texas said tlley 
were proposing to double the Payne rate. The Payne rate wa. 
20 per cent on high-priced tungsten when valued at more than 
$200, 20 per cent ad valorem. When the price is what it is no\Y, 
that amounts to $1.60 a unit; but when tungsten \YUS selJino- at 
$90 a unit, it amounted to $1,80~ a ton. Now, til a<l valorem 
duty changes with the price of the article. A specific duty (loe.s 
not change. Tne duty proT"ided for in this bill does not chancre, 
but an ad valorem duty changes as the price of the tungsten 
goes up or down. The ad valorem duty is unfair, be ause it fluc
tuates all the way from $1.60 a unit to. 1,800 a ton. 

l\lr. TREADWAY. I think the gentleman from l\liclligan has 
several times explained that point, but naturally th gentleman 
from Texas [l\Ir. GARNER] does not wish to see it. There i~ no 
question about that. Now, I would like to get back to the con
sideration of the bill just for a moment. I commend to the 
members of the committee a careful peru al of the statement 
made by the gentleman from Colorado [~Ir. TIMBERLAKE] antl 
his colleague [Mr. VAILE]. The gentleman from Colorado [l\lr. 
TIMBERL.Arill] bas already spoken, but if the members of the 
committee will read the statement and the memorandum which 
he submitted at the time of the hearinO', and decide this ques· 
tion on its merit. rather than on the fal e platform of what 
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may be or may not be regarded as party policy here~ but on the 
merits of the indush·y itself, they will \Ote unanimously for this 
bill. . 

And ftll'ther let me commend to your consideration the state
ment by 1\lr. VAILE, also found in the hearing. I want to read 
to you just a \ery few sentences from that: 

It will be 1·eruembered that when the United States entered the war 
the production of these minerals was at a very low ebb. Many causes 
doubtless contributed to this situation, but it was attributed by the 
producers chiefly to the absence of a protective tariff adequate to meet 
the ever-increasing cost of labor and materials. 

l\lr. BLANTON. 1\lr. (JJ:lairman, I make the point of order 
that the gentleman is not speaking to the motion to strike out 
the last paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The gen
tleman from Massachusetts will confine himself to the motion. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I ask the gentleman from Texas [.Mr. 
BLANTO~] to read the statement made by the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. VAILE], found on page 80 of the hearings, if he 
thinks it advisable to strike out the paragraph. This is the 
statement of the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. V .AILE] :_ 

The tariff of 10 per cent ad valorem on tungsten had been removed 
prior to the war. In 1914 the United States had produced practically 
half of the tungsten consumed in this country, the imports coming 
chiefly from Australia, Po.rtuga4 and South America. 

Mr. BLAl~TON. A point of order, 1\lr. Chairman. The gen· 
tleman is not speaking to his motion. 

1\!r. TREADWAY. I can make just as much noise as the 
gentleman from Texas can, and can speak just as long. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman is out of order. 
Mr. TREADWAY. I will put my lungs up against his lungs 

at any time. 
Mr. BLANTON. I raise the point of order that the gentle

man should obey the ruling of the Chair and confine his argu
ment to the paragraph. 

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman from Texas [1\lr. BLAK

TON] can not tell me what the ruling of the Chair is. He can 
impose on some people, but he can not impose on me. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Te:xa is 
going to see that the rules o:f the House are obeyed. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I was a Member of this House before 
the gentleman from Texas came here, and will try to be here 
after the gentleman from Texas has gone. 

Mr. BLANTON. You may be left at home. 
The CHAIRI\1Al~. Gentlemen will suspend. The point of 

order is well taken. The gentleman must confine himself to the 
motion before the House. The gentleman will proceed in order. 

1\fr. TREAD\V AY. In reference to the motion to strike out 
the paragraph, I was reading from the statement of the gentle
man from Colorado [Mr. VAILE], as follows: 

Through the competition of labor earning uO cents per day in those 
countries, American producers were unable to compete with the mines 
()f other countriesr and when those mines were closed to us by lack of 
'ocean transportation the United States suddenly found itself impelled 
to feverish haste in the attempted revival of the production of min
erals absolutely essential to the making of armor plate and hjgh-speed 
tools. 

The entire sta.tement of the gentleman [Mr. VAILE] is illumi
nating upon the subject and expresses the case very concisely. 
Coupled with the two statements of ow~ colleagues from Colo
rado, the brief of the United States Tariff Commis ion, as found 
on page 70 of the hearings, makes the case complete and proves 
the need of the passage of this bill. It was my purpose to read 
further from the committee hearings, but the frequent interrup
. tions have consumed the allotted time. 

1\lr. BLANTON. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
that the gentleman is disobeying the ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
Mr. KNUTSON. Why did not the gentleman from Texas 

make the point of order against his own side? 
1\fr. BLANTON. Because the gentleman from Massachusetts 

declined to yield to me. 
Mr. KNUTSO~. Oh, the gentleman from Texas shoulU be 

fair. . 
The CHAIRl\IAN. Gentlemen will be in order. The time of 

the gentleman from Massachusetts has expired. [Laughter.] 
Mr. KNUTSON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle

man ·f1·om Massachusetts be given five minutes additional. 
Mr. BLANTON. I object. He would not answer a civil ques. 

tion. · 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 1\linnesota asks unani

mous ronsent that the time of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

l\1r. BLAL~TON. I object. 
The CHAIR:\1A.t.'. Obj ction is made. 

1\fr. KNUTSON. We will not have any more Democratic 
speeches extended. I will promise you that. 

Mr. BLANTON. You will ha\e no more Minnesota speeches 
either. 

1\fr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate upon 
this paragraph and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. CALDWELL. A point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point Gf order, 
Mr. CALDWELL. There was a motion made to sh·ike out 

the paragraph, and I demand a vote on that motion. 
Mr. TREADWAY. I withdraw the motion. 
lli. CALDWELL. I object to the withdrawal of the motion 

and demand a vote on it. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. He can withdraw it at any time. 
The CHAIRl\fAN. The question is on the motion of the gen

tleman from Michigan [l\fr. FoRDNEY]. Then the question will 
recur upon the motion of the gentleman fr.om Massachusetts. 

1\Ir. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. CALDWELL. On the point of order, or, at least, a par-

liamentary inquiry. How can we go ahead and read the balance 
of the bill when a motion is pending to strike out the section? 

The CHAIRl\IAN. -"'-motion to close debate can be made at 
any time. After that motion is determined, then the question 
will recur on any pending motion as to the paragraph. that has 
been rea<l. 

1\ir. CALDWELL. I thank the Chair. 
The- CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of tl1e gen

tlen::an from 1\Iich:igan that debate on this paragraph be now 
closed. 

The motion \\US agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend

ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TREAD

WAY] to strike out the paragraph. 
Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Chairman, I now withdraw the objec

tion that I had to the gentleman's withdrawing his amendment. 
The CHAffiMAl~. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 

now withdraw the pro- forma amendment.? 
Mr. CALDWELL. I withdraw the objection. 
l\Ir. KITCIDN. I object to the amendment being withdrawn, 

Mr. Chairman. 
The CIIAIRMAN. The question then recurs upon the motion 

of the gentleman from 1\fassachusetts to strike out the para
graph. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
KITCHI~) there were-ayes 61, noes 97. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairm:an, on that I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordered, and the Chah~ appointed 1\Ir. FonDNEY 

and Mr. KITCHIN to ~ct as tellers. 
The committee agam divided ; and t.he tellers reported"-ayes 

82, noes DO. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
First. Crude tungsten, ores, and concentrates, $10 per unit of tung

sten trioxide therein contained, a unit being herein defined as 1 per cent 
of tnngstic trioxide in a short ton. of 2,000 pounds. 

With the following committee amendment: 
Page 1, line 9, strike out tbe word "tungsten" and insert the word 

" tungstic." 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com

mittee amendment. 
The COmmittee amentlment Was agreed to. I 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I a k unanimous 
consent to revise and extend my remarks in the REcoRD. · 

The CHAIRMAl~. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
1\fr. TREAD,VAY. Mr. Chairman, I make the same request 

if the gentleman from Tex:as [Mr. BLAl\TTON] is willing. 
The CHAIRlllA.N. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 

unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REconn. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. I object. No; I withdraw the objection. I 
will not be so uncivil as that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next committee 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 1, line 10, strike out the words " tungstic trioxide." 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the ·;;>om· 

mittee amendment. 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAffilUAN. The Clerk will report the next COI1lDJittee 

amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
· Page 2, line 1, after the word " pounds," insert the words " namely, 

20 pounds of tungstic trioxide." 
' The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com. 
mittee amendment. 
· The committee amendment 'vas agreed to. 

1\Ir. KITCHIN. l\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I hope the membership of the committee will pay atten
tion to what I am about to say. Day before yesterday in the 
discussion qf the bill, and I repeated them again in my first 
remarks to-day, I made several statements with respect to 
this bill, and challenged denial then, and again repeated the 
challenge to-day. Not one of the statements I made has been 
denied, and I challenge again any Republican on the com
mittee or in the House to deny a single one of them. We have 
had three or four speeches-I think four speeches-from mem
bers of the Ways and Means Committee, and not one member 
of the committee on the Republican side has disputed or denied 
a single one of those statements. The gentleman from Iowa 
[l\Ir. GREEN] arose, as it appeared, to accept the challenge, but 
instead of attempting a denial of any one of my statements 
proceeded in an attempt to show that I had misstated the facts 
with respect to another proposition. He said he wanted the Mem
bers of the House to consider "Mr. KITCHIN's statement after 
the hot air had been removed from it." I want to state exactly 
what the evidence shows. The gentleman said that I had 
asserted in my argument day before yesterday that producer 
after producer had demanded a. tariff of $10 a unit on tungsten 
ore, and that, complying with such demand, $10 a unit tariff 
""as put in. He then asked "why Mr. Krrcm did not state 
the facts." He said that the truth is that only one ' interested 
person asked for a tariff of $10 a unit on the ore, and that that 
ivas Mr. McKenna, who, he said, was a manufacturer of ferrotung
sten, not a producer of ore. I want to show that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. GREEN] knows just as little about this bill and 
the evidence as the gentleman from Michigan [l\Ir. FoRDNEY] 
or any other Republican on the committee or in this House 
[laughter], and how far from the fact he is. 

l\Ir. Holmes, Mr. Bailey, ·and Mr. McKenna, all financially in
terested in the industry, appeared before the committee and 
demanded a tariff of $10 a unit. Look at the testimQny-the 
gentleman has it in his hand-and if everyone that appeared of 
these interested manufacturers and producers did not demand 
$10 a unit, then I will vote for this bill. 

Not only that, but turn to page 6 of the hearings and you will 
find there a brief prepared by the manufacturers for my friend, 
Mr. TIMBERLAKE, in which they demand $10 a unit. Yet he says 
that the only man financially interested who asked for a tariff 
of $10 a unit was l\Ir. McKenna. Turn to l\Ir. Holmes's testi
many, {lages 16 to 27. He is the secretary and treasurer of the 
Tungsten Products Co. He came here in the interest of this bill. 
Turn to page 10 and you will find a telegram addressed to 1\Ir. 
TIMBERLAKE, which he introduced in evidence, signed by 21 cor
poration producers of tungsten ore, all, no doubt, controlled in 
the matter by the big four, demanding that we put in this bill 
a tariff of $10 per unit. Yet he says that nobody interested but 
l\:Ir. -1\lcKenna asked that. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 1\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
~~d? . 

1\lr. KITCHIN. For just a question. I have only five min
utes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman has not stated it strong 
enough. I said that Mr. McKenna was a consumer and user 
of the material, and these 21 people that you are talking about 
did not appear before the committee at all. 

Mr. KITCHIN. No; but they sent this telegram for the 
committee and it was read to the committee. Turn to pages 
16 and 17 and you will find a telegram from the Standard 
Tungsten Co., another from the Cooper-Chaley Co., another from 
the Pine Creek Tungsten Co., and another from the Tungsten 
Reef Mines Co., all asking for the tariff of $10 a unit. Yet the 
gentleman says that I did not state the fact when I stated that 
the producers of ore asked for the very tariff written in this 
bill, because, he says, only one man interested asked for it. So 
I repeat that the producers did demand before our committee 
the $10 11 unit tariff and that the Republican members put their 
demands in the bill without dotting an " i " or crossing a " t." 

1\Ir. GREEN in his speech declared that in preparing this bill 
instead of taking t11e testimony of interested witnesses they 
had the Tariff Commission report before them, that in pre
paring the bill they had J.\.fr. Riddell's testimony before them, 
and that by such report and by such testimony they prepared 
the bill. Gentlemen, here is the bill and the _ report. of the 
Tariff Commission. -The -Tariff Commission -did not report until 
June 14. No Member saw it before then. Yet the bill carry-

ing out to the letter the demands of its beneficiaries-the tung
sten-ore producers-was introduced on June 2, 12 days before 
the Tariff Commission had even reported. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. KITCHIN. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes 

more. 
Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to object, because 

objection was made to giving l\1r. TRE.A.DWAY more time. 
Mr. TREADWAY. I hope the gentleman from Mione ota 

will not object, so far as I am concerned. 
1\Ir. KNUTSON. The gentleman from Texas sees now how it 

works out. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 

unanimous consent to speak for five minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, they said in preparing 
this bill that they took 1\Ir. Ri~ldell's testimony. The bill was 
prepared and introduced with the exact rate· whirh it now 
contains 10 days before 1\Ir. Riddell appeared before the · com
mittee. [Applause on the Democratic side.] His testimony was 
given on June 13. Here is the bill, $10 a unit for ore, $1 a pound 
for the metallic tungsten, introduced on June 2, 11 days before 
they knew there was such a man living a Riddell. They only 
took disinterested testimony they say. Riddell's testimony shows 
that he took his opinion as to-the rates from what the manufac
turers wanted and what they told him they wanted. He said 
that is what the manufacturers claimed they ·ought to have to 
protect themselves. 

The Tariff Commission's report does not ju tify this bill, nor 
is there a wor:d or a line in the Tariff Commission's 'report .that 
states that there should be $10 a unit on ore, or $1 a pound on 
the ferro tungsten ; not one word. And yet they would have the 
House and country believe that this bill was proposed on the 
Tariff Commission's report and Riddell's testimony. The gen
tleman from Iowa [1\Ir. GREE~ ] said that he was going to an
swer the statements which I challenged the Republicans to deny. 
Not an answer or denial of any of them clid he make, because he 
could not answer or deny them. Neither did Mr. FoRm;EY. In
stead of denying or answering what I said and letting . this 
House know of the outrageously high and excessive rates in the 
bill, why, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FoRDNEY] made a 
discourse of 31 minutes on the tariff on lemons and the lawsuit 
on lemons five years ago. What did lemons and the lawsuit 
have to do with tungsten ore and this bill? Both the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. FoRDNEY] and the gentleman :from Iowa 
[Mr. GREEN] talked about everything except the bill-not one 
word about the Dill. Neither denied the statements I made 
though challenged day before yesterday and to-day to deny any 
one of them. Why? Because they could not answer or deny 
them. They did not want you Republicans here to know what 
is in their bill, so they talked on subjects not connected with the 
bill. Then Mr. 1\IoNDELL, the majority leader, recognizing that if 
t:Qese new Members knew what was in this bill, that if the . 
Members on that side who did not know the old ring and machine 
were informed of these rates and their effect, if they were con
vinced that what I said of the bill. was true, they could not 
vote for it, take the floor or to divert their minds from the bill, 
and without referring to a line or word on the bill, without men
tioning what the rates are, without mentioning what huae in
creases the bill makes, or the monopoly it serves, delivered a 
beautiful declamation on Bourbonism for 20 minute·. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

I said in my remarks Tuesday that not a Republican member 
of the committee or of the House knew how much 60 per cent . 
tungsten ore it takes to make a ton of tungsten or ferrotungsten. 
I paused to give them time to answer, and not one answered. 
I declared then, as I do now, that no man can tell whether a 
dollar a pound on tungsten or ferrotungsten is a proper or 
just compensatory duty unless he knows how much 60 per cent 
tungsten ore it takes to make a pound or ton of :ferrotung ten, 
because that duty is supposed to be levied for the purpo e of 
compensating for the duty levied on ttmgsten ore. But since 
Tuesday some one presuming to know more about it than the 
Republican members .of the committee and the Honse has under
taken to tell them. So this morning they come in hex;e and say 
that it takes 2! tons of tungsten 60 per cent ore to make a ton 
of hmgsten or ferro~gstep. This is not correct. According 
to Mr. McKenna's testimony, it takes 4,167 pounds of such ore 
to make a ton of ferrotungsten; that is a fraction over 2 tons. 
But where is the Tariff Board report? Turn to page 36 ·of the 
Tariff Commission's report. It states that it takes only 2 tons 
of 60 per cent tungsten ore to make 1 ton o-f ferrotungsten. 

The Geological Survey, the 'Var Industi·ic Board, antl the 
Department of Commei;ce agree on the :? tons of "Ore for -1 toll 



1919. CONGRESS! ON AL R.ECORD-HOUSE. 4131 
of ferrotungsten. So then, that being true, just as I said-! 
gaye it the benefit of 100 potmds in my statement day before 
yesterday-if it takes 2 tons of tunsten ore to make 1 ton of 
ferrotungsten, then tilis compensatory duty, instead of being 
'2,000 a ton, ought only to be $1,200 a ton, or 60 cents a pound, 

and this bill Y\ith this joker of $1 a pound gives to the tungsten 
manufacturer a clear extra $800 a ton. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\lr. IfORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 

this paragraph and section be now closed. 
:Mr. KITCHIN. One minute; I desire to offer an amendment. 
The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to . . 
The CHAIRl\IAl~. Debate is now closed. The Clerk will 

report the amendment offered by the gentleman from North 
Carolina. 

The Clerk r ead as foll on· : 
Amendm<'nt by Mr. KrTCHlN : Page 1, line 8, after the word "First," 

strike out the r emainder of the paragraph and insert in lien thereof 
" tungs ten -bearing ores of all kinds, 10 per cent ad valorem." 

Mr. KITCHIN. Tha t is the exact language of the Pa~·ne
Aldrich Act. 

The CILt\.Illl\IAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The question wa taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes .·eemed to haYe it. 

l\ir. KITCHIN . . Division, l\lr. Chairman. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 89, noes 97. 
l\Ir. KITCHIN. Tellers, l\1r. Chairman. 
Tellers were ordered, and Mr. FORD ~EY and l\lr. GAR~ER took 

their places as tellers. · 
The committee again divided; and there were-ayes 102, noes 

104. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. KITCHIN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I have another amen<lment 

that I wish to offer there. 
The CHAIRMAN. Th~ gentleman from North Carolina. offers 

an amendment, which the Clerk will report. · 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KlTCHIN: Page 1, line 8, after the word 

"First," strike out the remainder of the paragraph and insert in lieu 
t hereof: "tungsten-bearing ores of all kinds, 20 per cent ad valorem." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The question "·as taken, and the Chair announced that the 
uoes seemed to have it. 

l\lr. KITCHIN. Division, l\Ir. Chairman. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 104, noes 109. 
l\lr. KITCHIN. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 
Tellers were ordere<l, and l\1r. FoRDNEY and 1\lr. GARNER took 

their places as tellers. 
The committee again divided; and there were-ayes 113, 

noe. 113. 
So the amendment was ·rejected. 
The CJerk read as follows: 
Second. Metallic tungsten, tungsten powder, ferrotungsten (lump and 

pulverized ) , ferrotungsten powder, commercial tungstic acid, calcium 
tung tate, sodium tungstate, and all other salts of tungsten and other 
manufactured materials containing tungsten, including high-speed 
tungsten steel, all alloy steels containing tungsten, and all other com
pounds containing tungsten not specifically provided for in this section, 
$1 per pound of tungsten contained therein. 

l\1r. KITCHIN, l\1r. FORDNEY, Mr. DEWALT, and Mr. 
GREEN of Iowa rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first recognize the gentle
man from Iowa [l\Ir. GREEN]. 

1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. I have an amendment to offer, but I 
wish to offer it as a. ne·w section. If the gentleman from North 
Carolina has an amendment to the section, I will withhold my 
amendment. 

l\Ir. KITCHIN. I have an amendment to this section. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina offers 

an amendment, which the Clerk will- report. 
The Clerk read as follows : -
Amendment by l\Ir. KITCHIX : Page 2, line 3, after the word " Second," 

strikP out all of the paragraph and insert : 
"Tungsten, tungsten powder, ferrotungsten (lump and pulnrized), 

and ferrotungsten powder, 20 per cent ad valorem." 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
· 1\lr. FORDNEY. l\1r. Chairman, I move tQ strike out the last 

\vord. I want to debate that. 
· 1\It·. KITCHIN. I object to striking out the last word. The 

gentleman can talk on the amendment. 
Mr. FORDNEY. All right. The amendment offered by the 

wmtleman from Nm·th Cnrolina [l\Ir. KITCHIN] practically puts 
:,.U graues of tungsten ou the same basis and under the same 

rate of duty. That would in no sense be a fair prov1s10n of 
law. But any amendment offered by ·the gentleman from North 
Carolina is intended to destroy the effect of this bill reported 
by the Republicans. I warn you gentlemen of the House to 
that effect. He has no purpose whatever other than to destroy 
a Republican measure. But to put the same rate of duty on a. 
low-grade ore that is imposed on high-grade ore is not common 
sense, let alone being just and equitable. 

In committee the gentleman opposed any rate of <luty on 
tungsten ore or on tungsten metal. I wish to repeat to the gen
tlemen of the House that tungcten is one of the most important 
metals in use in the land this minute, and most important be
cause it is used in making high-speed steel, which steel makes 
it possible to speed up the work in constructing ship , locomo
tives, and machinery of every description. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FORD~'EY. I yield to the gentleman. 
l\fr. KAHN. It is also used in the tools that are necessary 

for turning out the cannon and other war material that this 
country requires. 

1\lr. FORDNEY. Yes. High-speed tool steel is made possible 
only by the use of tungsten. The Government, recognizing the 
extreme importance of tungsten, encouraged its production in 
America during the war by proposing to use a portion of the 
$50,000,000 appropriation for the encouragement of the produc
tion of certain so-called war minerals that were much neetied 
and which we could not get abroad. Let me say to some of you 
gentlemen, who may not have been here a. few minutes ago and 
heard what I said about the fluctuating price of tung ten, that it 
was shown by an expert who appeared before the committee 
that tungsten ore, 60 per cent metallic content, can be and is 
now being furnished to the English Government from some of 
their colonies at $1.!>2 a unit, whereas the producers in this coun
try who began the industry during the war to help out our Gov
ernment, to help win this war, closed their mines and their fac
tories when the price went clown to $17 a unit. That indicates 
the difference in the cost of production in this counh·y and 
abroad. The mines from which tungsten ore is taken to-day in 
the United States, as I now remember it, as expert testimony 
taken by our committee shows, contain tungsten in veins a\er
aging about 4 inches thiclf, and a very large amount of rock must 
be taken from the earth to give space for the miners to work in 
and get that tungsten ore, whereas in China, whence a large 
portion of the tungsten ore comes now, it is picked up largely 
from the surface by unskilled labor. 

1\lr. GREEN of Iowa. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

1\Ir. FORD~'EY. Yes. 
l\fr. GREEN of Iowa. And as the gentleman is aware, the 

price for it now, put down in New York, is from $6 to $8 per 
unit, and this amendment of the gentleman from North Carolina 
would probably allow it to be sold for $8 per unit. 

l\lr. FORDNEY. Yes. Tungsten is sold in this country for 
$7 a lmit. It was sold for $90 during the war, when we were 
obliged to go·to foreign countries for what we needed. 

Mr. MADDEN. l\Ir. Chairman, I have giYen Yery little con
sideration to the details of this legislation, but I think there is 
a misapprehension as to what the effect of the section before 
us will be on the industry. The gentleman from North Caro
lina [Mr. KrrcHI -], if I understand his amendment correctly, 
proposes, instead of ·a specific rate of duty, that we shall have 
a 20 per cent ad Yalorem rate. Now, if I understand the effect 
of an ad valorem rate of 20 per cent on the price of the com
modity, it \Yould mean $1,800 a ton in some instances, whereas 
the specific rate proposed by the committee and carried in this 
section of the bill would not carry more than $1,000 u ton. I 
wonder if I am right? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Does the gentleman wish to inquire of 
the committee? 

l\fr. l\1ADDEN. Yes. 
l\1r. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman is right in one \Yay 

and in another way he is not . The effect of this amendment, 
which is entirely inconsistent with the first paragraph of the 
bill, would be to wipe out not only the provisions of the secon<l 
section, which he proposes to strike out, but it would also wipe 
out certain provisions of the first section. The first section· 
levies a rate of about $600 per ton on tungstic trioxide . . Tile 
gentleman is mixing up the ore and the concentrated product 
so much that it is impossible to state it in a. few minutes. 

Mr. MADDEN. At any rate, it would run it up as high as 
$1,800 a ton, whereas in no case would it run beyond $1,000 
under the provision of the bill. · 
- Gentlemen, let us understand the purpose of the gentleman 

froni North Carolina: His purpose is to embar1·as. the situa
tion: He is a 'free-trade Democrat: He does-' not helie\e in 

, 
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protecting American industry for American workingmen or 
American cnpital. We believe that Ame1·ican industry should 
be protected and de•eloped by American . [Applau e on the 
Republican side.] He, on the other hand, believes in a tariff 
for revenu only, without any incidental protection whatever. 
He does not cure where the material comes from, even th~ngb. 
it may be produced by Chinese or Japanese labor at the ex
pense of American labor. We do. We want to employ Ameri
can labor at American wages. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] We want to de•elop American industry by American 
hands and American capital, and he would put into competition 
with these n;ten in America the underpaid labor· of India, of 
Japan, of China, nnnrhere in all the world. 

Why, when we were considering the Underwood bill I a ked 
1\lr. U "'DERWOOD, the able chairman of the Committee on \Vays 
and Means then, if certain things happened what would become 
of American industry, and he said he was not concerned and 
neither wns the Democratic Party concerned about American 
indush·y. They were concerned in opening the markets of 
America to competition with the world. We, as Republicans, 
are in favor of maintaining the American market for America 
and Americans. That is tile difference. [Applause on the Re
publican side.] 

So that you must not misunderstand the attitude of the gen
tleman from North Carolina. 'Ve must realize that we speak 
for one element of progress, and that element is America, while 
he speaks for an element represented by Woodrow ·wilson, 
called "world humanity." We are not intere ted in it. [Ap
plause on the Republican side.] We are interested in America 
and Americans, and we are for America :first, and for the de
velopment of its industries and the maintenance of its pros
perity and the happiness of its people. [Applause on the Re
publican side.] 

Mr. DEW ALT. l\Ir. Chairman, I de ire to peak to the amend
ment. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman favors the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 

recognized for five minutes. 
Mr. DEW ALT. l\fr. Chairman and' gentlemen, of course "\\e 

aTe all delighted, at all times, to hear gentlemen on the other 
ide of the aisle proclaiming their great interest in the pro

tection of American labor. Permit me to say tha.t I come from 
a State having at least ten millions of inhabitants, largely indus
trial, and probably embracing as many laboring men to the 
square mile as any other portion of the United Sta:tes. 

Mr. BROOKS of Pennsylvania. And they vote for protection. 
l\Ir. DEWALT. Permit me also to say that I yield to no man 

on either side of the House in my desire to protect American 
labor against unfair competition and the cheap labor of foreign 
climes. [Applause.] In so far as that goe , I am a protec
tionist, but I neyer will be a protectionist for a particular 
class and for a particular ection. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] 

The great trouble in this proposition, at this time, seems to be 
that the gentlemen on the other side of the aisle are more con
cerned i~ the "\\elfare of a paricular State and the mines in 
that State producing tungsten than they are concerned in the 
pro perity of the entire Union. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Is the reason for that concern this, that in 1920 that 
particular State 'vill be a pivotal State, and they are now elec
tioneering for the yote of that Commonwealth? [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] · 

Mr. SNYDER. We -will get it all right. 
Mr. DEW ALT. Permit me to say that thi i entirely, in my 

judgment, what you call local legislation. Let me shon- you. 
The very report in itself shows that there were 22 companies 
formerly producing this material; that they had $2,000~000 in
Yestecl in tungsten mines and $1,000,000 in 21 concentrating Jllill ; 
and that the entire revenue which could be obtained by this 
tariff would amount to only $1,800,000. I come from a district 
"·here there are in one manufachu·ing establishm~nt of :fin
i heel steel products 30,000 workmen instead of 5,000. [.Ap
plau e.] I come from a district where there are at least 230,000 
people working in the steel mills, the cement mills, and in the 
factories producing the other products which go into the pros
perity of this country, and gentlemen on that side of the aisle 
propose now to legislate for a pocket-borough State, haYing a 
population less than one-fifth of that of Pennsylvania, and to 
protect an industry that is employing only 5,000 men. It seems 
to me then, my friends, that it comes with very poor grace on 
the part of the gentleman from illinois [Mr. MADDEN] to pro
claim his loyalty and his devotion to American labor. [Ap
plause.] Wl1y uoe. he not talk about the American labor .:~f 
Illinoi ? Why <loes he not talk about the American labor of 
Penn .. ylvania ancl its protection? · ·- · ' 

l\Ir. VAILE. Let me suggest to the gentleman that the 1\!em· 
bers on this side of the House believe in local legislation of a 
sort that can be supported in any part of the United States not 
in local legislation thnt some Democratic Member may support 
for his own district. [Applause.] 

1\Ir. DEW ALT. I never saw a more fiat contradiction of that 
statement than there is in this very bill itself. [Applause.] The 
very report shows that you are legislating fpr only 5,000 work
men, that you are legislating for only 22 manufacturing estab
lishments, and that the revenue you get from it will be the 
meager sum of $1,800,000, while the tax you put on the steel 
industry, taking your own figures of 15 cents per ton, taking the 
thousands of millions of tons of steel products that are manu
factured · in this country, would amount to a thousand times 
more than your $1,800,000. 

l\1r. VAILE. Let me ask the gentleman if be is speaking for 
his side of the House, or only for himself, when be advocates the 
protection only of industries which are large? 

Mr. DEW ALT. I think I am speaking for the general public 
welfare, as I always try to do, against private interests and 
monopoly. [Applause.] And I assert here-

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\Ir. DEW ALT. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes 

more. 
The CHAIRl\L-'1.1~. The gentleman from Pennsyl\ania asks 

unanimous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DEW ALT. And I assert, after listening to the discussion 

on both sides of the aisle in reference to this bill, that it shows 
upon the face of it that it must have been conceived, promul
gated, and used entirely for the .interest of this particular indus
try. Now, if this was an infant industry, if this was an industry 
that spread its efforts all over the United States, if various por
tions of the country needed this particular protection, I would 
be glad to vote for a bill of this kind within reasonable limits; 
but when they propose to put a tariff tax upon a product of this 
kind, when it is shown clearly that only 5,000 people are engaged 
in it, and that only 22 manufacturing establishments are pro
ducing it, and that the revenue to be ·obtained by the tax on the 
foreign product will be only ,1\)1,800,000, and in the same breath 
they determine to raise this tariff to at least three times as much 
or twice as much as the Payne--Aldrich tariff, then I, as a citizen 
of Pennsylvania and as a citizen of the Union, protest against 
the iniquity and inequality thereof. [Applause.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, my fellow Republican , the 
new ones especially [laughter], all those who do not know the 
old ring as well as I do, let me ask you, have you not got sense 
enought to know that Mr. FoRDNEY and Mr. l\1ADDEN and every, 
other gentleman who has spoken on this floor against this 
amendment knows absolutely that this bill is without merit? 
Have you heard them mention tllis bill? Have you beard any 
of them discuss a single provision of this bill? Has any one of 
them told you of the huge increase of the tariff in this bill over 
any tariff that was ever written into a bill? Haye you heard 
a single one of them tell what ·the equivalent ad valorem 
of these rates would be, or how it would increase the price, or 
whether the industry " protected " in th-e bill is a monopoly or 
not, or where a monopoly is going to get the whole benefit of 
this bill, or how much it will add to the costs of the teel 
tools, or how much money is going to be taken from the peo
ple by the bill and given to the "big four"? But as an argu
ment on the merits of the bill Mr. FoRDXEY says, "Fel
low Republicans, you ought not to vote for this amendment 
because a Democrat offers it, and if you vote for this amend
ment you will be killing "-not a just bill, not a righteous bill, 
not a fair bill, but-" a Republican bill." [Applau e.] And Mr. 
MADDEN tells . you that this amendment comes from " Mr. 
KITc:e:I~, a free trader." Mr. FoBDNEY and Mr. MADDEN tell 
you that the amendment is unjust without 1.11owing what it is. 
They only know that a "Democrat offers it." They tell you 
that this amendment is unfair. Ah, gentlemen, I never expected 
to hear Mr. FoRD1\"'EY or Mr. MADDEN come before the House and 
denounce as unjust or unfair any part of the Payne-Aldrich Act. 
This amendment of mine is an exact copy of the Payne Act 
itself with respect to this industry. [Laughter.] Now, do you 
mean to say that the Payne Act provision was unjust, wns un
fair, was a sham, and that it ought to be Yoted out because 
Democrats now p1·esent it for your consideration and Yote? 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentlemnn yielll for a que Lion? 
Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 
MI'. MONDELL. Will the gentleman Yote for this bill it 

this amendment carries? 
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Mr. KITCHIN. I will vote for this bill if this amendment 

and the others putting in the provisions of the Payne act pass. 
I \\'ill not vote for this bill with this amendment alone, but I 
propose, as I told you this morning, to offer amendments put
ting the Payne Act rates in every one of these sections in lieu 
of the rates now in them. Yes; I will vote for this bill if you 
restore the Payne Act rates. [Applause.] Because they are 
five times better than the bill as it is. Now, let me ask you, if 
this amendment and other amendments carry, which put back 
the Payne Act rates just as you then voted, just as Mr. FoRDNEY 
voted, and just as the other Republicans voted when it was 
enacted, will you repudiate these rates and provisions of the 
Payne Act, or will you vote with me for them? [Applause.] 
What will you do? Approve or repudiate? 

SEVEI{AL l\lEMBERS. Answer! 
l\fr. KITCHIN. I told you they did not know anything about 

the Payne tariff. I told you they did not know anything about 
this bill. They just took what the manufacturers wanted, in 
the Payne Act as in this bill. Mr. FORDNEY and Mr. MONDELL 
and l\.Ir. l\IADDEN and these other Republicans did not know that 
my amendment was the Payne Act provision exactly. [Applause 
and laughter on Democratic side.] But it mu~t be repudiated, 
howeYer, because it comes from me, a Democrat. If it had 
come from Mr. Payne, they would say that it was a model of 
perfection. Th2y did not know anything about the Payne Art 
when they voted for it. They did exactly as they are doing now. 
They did what the manufacturers throughout the country or
tiered them to do, just like they are doing what four corporations 
demand on this bill. [Applause an<l laughter on Democr~tic 
side.] 

1\fr. FORDNEY says that my amendment is unjust because it is 
nn all valorem rate. The Payne Act was an ad valorem rate 
exactly like this amendment, "20 per cent ad valorem." Mr. 
MADDEN says that an ad valorem rate puts a higher tax upon it 
than a specific tax. This ad valorem tariff of the Payne Act pro
posed in my amendment will put a tariff tax equal to $226 a 
ton, and the specific tariff proposed in this bill before you put 
a tariff tax of $2,000 a ton, and this in addition to the 15 per 
rent tariff. Here is a chance for you Republicans to do a fair 
and just thing. He says that you ought to vote against my 
amendment because it will raise the tax, and vote for their 
bill because it will lower the tax. You are asked, therefore, to 
vote for the lower tax. If you do you will vote for my amend
ment, for the rate, the tax in the bill, is over 800 per cent or 
over nine times higher than the rate or tax in my amendment, 
whi€h is the Payne rate on tons. This tariff bill which they 
report is twice as high as any bill that was ever presented by a 
committee to this House since the very beginning of the Govern
ment, and I defy any Republican to deny it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. FESS rose. 
Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

the gentleman from Ohio be permitted to proceed for five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
l\.Ir. FESS. Mr. Chairman, the argument of the gentleman 

who has just left the floor [Mr. KITCHIN] is not only facetious 
but the inconsistency of the position that he took in 1909 and in 
1913 with the position that he is taking now is sufficient to call 
attention to it. In 1909 he harangued the House with all of 
the power of his forensic ability against the Payne law. In 1913 
he went upon the floor of the House with all of the power that 
he possessed, advocated superseding the Payne law by the Under
wood law, which, of course, did away with all of the protection 
on this item that was in the Payne law, and now he comes on 
the floor of the House following the Republican idea and under
takes to cover it up by saying that because the Republican side 
of the House voted for it in 1909 and against the Underwood law 
in 1913 they ought now to accept it because he offers it in 1919. 
That shows the consistency of the position that he has taken. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [l\Ir. DEWALT] says that 
'he is for protection when it is nation-wide, but not for protec
tion when it is local. Let me say to the gentleman that '''hen he 
votes to protect an article, no matter how limited it is in its 
geography, in its production, which is used universally in its 
application, it ceases to be a local interest an<l becomes a nation
wide interest. The gentleman goes on to say that he will not 
stand for this bill because it applies to a small interest. Let 
me say to the gentleman--

Mr. DEWALT rose. 
Mr. FESS. I can not yield now. Let me say to my good friend 

from Pennsylvania [Mr. DEWALT], speaking as he says he does 
for the steel industry of his famous district--one of the greatest 
districts in the United States-that the steel industry in the 

State for which he speaks is what it is nO\Y because of the 
genius of the protective tariff which put the teel industry on 
its feet in America. [Applause on the Republican side.] Aml 
he did not stand for it then. To-day when the steel industry 
has gotten to the position where it does not need any particular 
legislation to support it, the gentleman comes and admits that 
he would be for protection if it was for a large production like 
the steel of the country, but he will not be for it if it is for 
tungsten that comes from some particular locality. Let me say 
to my friend from Pennsylvania, speaking as be does, in inu
ating that this legislation is to win the State of Colorado for the 
Republican side of the House, that that job has already been 
done. [Applause on the Republican side.] There is no neces
sity for anything of that sort. I rise simply to say this, that 
the gentleman from North Carolina [l\Ir. KITCHIN] and the -
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DEwALT] specifically dif
ferentiate between the Republican policy and the Democratic 
policy by their speaking for tungsten in the interest of the labor 
of China, Bolivia, and Portugal, the countries that are in com
petition with America, and that we speak not for Colorado alone 
but for the United States of America, in order to maintain 
American standard of wages and American standard of living as 
against European competition. [Applause on' Republican side.l 

Mr. FORDNEY. l\1r. Chairman, I move that all debate l1POH 
this amendment now close. 

The- motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to tbe anwm1-

ment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina [~1r. 
KITCHIN]. 

The question was taken. 
l\fr. KITCHIN. l\Ir. Chairman, I demand teller . 
Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed l\Ir. FoBDXEY 

and l\fr. GARNER to act as tellers. 
The committee divided; and the tellers reported-ayes l.J 8, 

noes 140. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
l\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. 1\fr. Chairman, I ha'i'e an amendment 

which I desire to offer. 
Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendntem. 
l\1r. GREEN of Iowa. l\fr. Chairman, if the gentleman has 

another amendment, I will withhold mine until he can offer 
his. 

The CHAIRl\fAN. The gentleman from North Carolina o1Ters 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. KITCHIX: Page 2, line 3, after the word 

" Second," strike out all of the paragraph and insert: 
"Tungsten, tungsten powder. fcrrotungsten (lump and pulverized), 

and ferrotungsten powder, 25 per cent ad >alorem." 

1\Ir. KITCHIN. l\1r. Chairman, I a ·k unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes on this amendment. I clid not ~mow 
that debate was closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina a:·ks 
unanimous consent to proceed for fiye minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
1\lr. KITCHIN. . Mr. Chairman, since it appeared in the 

discussion of my last amendment that the Republican mem
bers of the Ways and Means Committee and of the House knew 
nothing about the Payne Act and it· provisions and its rates, 
I want to inform them that the amendment now proposed by 
me, with the rate of the existing law, exactly doubles the 
Payne Act rate on ferrotungsten and tungsten. The existing 
law on tungsten and articles covered in section 2 is 15 per cent. 
I now offer an amendment to add to that 25 per cent, "·hich 
makes 40 per cent, and that is twice as high as the Payne Act 
rate. Even this high rate is less than one-fourth as high as the 
rate or tariff in the bill before us. I am gi'i'ing by this amend
ment a chance for the Republicans to show some respect for 
the general interest rather than bestow it all on the special 
interests. 

I want to say if the Republicans of this House are willing to 
vote for a rate twice as high as the Payne rate, and the Re
publican leaders and machine here ask you to Yote against it, 
they admit that the rate in the bill before rou is, as I said, many 
times--over nine times-higher than the Payne Act rate. The 
rate of the bill, as I have frequently stated, is $2,000 a ton, plus 
the 15 per cent duty under existing law, while in 1911, 1912, and 
1913, under the Payne Act, the rate was.20 per cent ad valorem, 
which made it, at normal prices prevailing, equivalent to $226 
a ton, as against $2,169 a ton, being the $2,000 per ton specific 
duty-$1 per pound-plus the 15 per cent ad valorem, which 
equals $169 per ton. Now, I make the Payne rate double. This 
will be 40 per cent, or the equivalent, on basis of the normal price, 
of $452 per ton. I call attention agqin · to the fact that no Re-
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publican who ha. ent<:>red t his di cus ion has referred to the pro
vi.sions of this bHl or to its rates or to its operation. But the 
Hou ·e lllUChine call in a11 of the old-time political u-ar horses 
and snap the lash OYer the heads of these new Members and 
intimidate them into \Oting for this outrage. They had a com
mittee, an able and distinguished committee, which ought to 
haTe been intelligent and patriotic enough to take care of this 
bill on the floor if it \Yns worthy of being taken care of. 

First they put the author of the bill up, and he is the only 
Republican who has cliscus:ed the bill. He mad~ as fine an 
explanation of nn<.l argument for it as could be made for such a 
bill. Then they called upon the chairman, who is not interested 
in this on~ way or the other, the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee, one of the most influential Membt'r here, 
one of the most partisan Members here, and he appealed to 
you on the ground not that this bill was right or just but that 
this u-as a " Uepubliean bill " reported out by a " Republican 
committee," and that Republicans of the House ought not to let 
Democr·a s kill or amend it. Then they called upon the dis
tinguished majority leader [1\Ir. 1\fo:r-.-rnELL], who did not discuss 
the bill, and for good reasons-he knew absolutely nothing 
about the bill or any of its pro\isions. The only thing he knew 
was that it was a "Republican bill." That was not sufficient. 
.After the speeches of l\lr. l\IONDELL and Mr. FoRDNEY a vote was 
taken on an amendment and it stood 104 to 102. They sent 
then over to the headquarters of the Republican congressional 
committee and brought in the gentleman from Ohio [:Mr. FEss], 
the chairman of the Republican national congressional commit
tee, and had him appeal to all Republicans to save a "Republi
can bill " from being destroyed or changed by a Democratic 
amen<.lment. Not that my amendment was not right, not that 
my amendment was not just, not that my amendment was not 
the proper and patriotic thing, but that my amendment was 
proposed by a Democrat against a "Republican bill." Gentle
men, this amendment is twice as high as the Payne Act rate. 
Kow, let us see how you will vote on that. 

I <.lesire to call attention to one remark of the gentleman 
from Ohio [l\1r. FEss]. That remark was this: "Why," he 
said, " the difference between ouT party and the Democratic 
Party is that we have legislated for the American laborer, while 
t)ley want to legislate for the foreign Chinese laborer," and so 
fOrth. Remember, my amendment, which called forth this 
partisan ebulition, was exactly the Payne Act provision. I will 
say to the gentleman that if my amendment legislates against 
American labor in favor of Chinese labor, then the Republican 
Party has the honor of preceding the Democrats 10 years in 
legislating against the American laborer in favor of the Chinese 
and foreign laborer when in 1909 it passed the >ery provision 
contained in my amendment. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\fr. l\lONDELL. l\1r. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

tl1at I may address the House for five mim.tes. · 
The CHAIR!\1AN. The gentleman from Wyoming ask unani

mous consent to address the House for five minutes. Is there 
objection? f After a pause.] The Chair hears none. , 

Mr. lllONDELL. l\lr. Chairman, in my remarks of a few 
moments ago gentlemen may have understood me to refer to 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN] as a Bour
bon. I referred to a Bourbon as one who ne>er learns. Well, 
I shall have to modify that a little, if it is to be assumed I 
included the gentleman from North Carolina in my reference. 
The gentleman from North Carolina, it seems, is not such a 
Bourbon as I may have thought he was. He does learn a little. 
The truth is, he learns slowly and does not keep up with the 
progress of truth and the march of events. He was against 
the Payne-Aldrich bill and denounced all of its provisions as 
the sum of all iniquities. He has now adYanced '.:o the point 
where he at least offers an amendment for a tariff rate which 
he says i twice as high as the Payne-Aldrich rate, which, in 
his opinion, was anathema. So the gentleman has progressed. 
The Democratic leader bas moved forward just a little. The 
trouble \\<ith him is that he has not come to a full understand
ing of the truth. In the days of the Payne-Aldrich bill we had 
not learned, any of us, of the importance of these key indush·ies ; 
"e had not, any of us, realized the unfortunate condition of 
the country in time of war with a monopoly of essential ele
ments in the hands of the enemy, and so in the Payne bill we 
placed on tungsten not a rate intended to develop the American 
industry to a point to make it commanding and Nation supply
)ng but rather a small but somewhat encouraging rate. But 
we have learned something during the war, on our side, and I 
trust that the gentlemen on that side have, if their leaders 
have not, and that is that as to the e ·sential elements and 
industries .America must be made independent of all th~ wo~ld. 

[Applause on the Republican side.l ·we must prepare to pro· 
teet ourselves from foreign monopoly and against the day when, 
if foreign nations shall withhold from us those things needful 
for our very existence, \Ye shall have develope<.l them within 
our own borders to an extent to enable us to become inde
pendent of all the world. [Applause on t.he Republican side.] 
That is what this rate means. Not what the comparatively low 
rate of the Payne bill meant, simply reasonable encouragement 
to an American in<\_ustry to allow it to continue to exist in a 
limited way, but a rate, based on the judgment of those who 
know best of the conditions to be met, calculated to make 
America largely independent of all the world in the e elements 
and in the e lines of production as we hope before we conclude 
our labors to make her similarly independent in other essential 
lines. [Applause on the Republican side and cries of "Vote!" 
"Vote!"] 

Mr. HE::NRY T. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to address the House for fiye minutes. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent to address the Hou..,e for fi\e minutes. 

Mr. FORDNEY. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask that all debate 6n this 
amendment be closed in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has alreauy been closed. 
l\lr. FORDNEY. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen on 

this side also haYe five minutes. 
l\1r. SNYDER. !\1r. Cltairman, I object to both r quests ; let 

us vote. 
l\Ir. CLARK of l\lissoul'i. Do not <.lo that. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection i · made to both requests. The 

question is on the amen<.lment offered by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [l\1r. KITCHIN]. 

The question was taken, arul the Chnir announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Division, Mr. Speaker. I ask for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered, and ::\1r. I!"'oRD~EY nn<.l Mr. GARNER 

took their places as teller . 
The committee divide(] ; anu there \Yere--ayes 12{), noes 137. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
l\Ir. GREEN of lou-a. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer tm amenument. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offer:;; an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
l\Ir. GREEN of Io"a. This is an amendment in the 'hape 

of a new section. 
Mr. KITCHIN. I ltaYe another amendment I \Yish to offer. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I thought the gentleman wus through. 

I withdraw my amendment for the present. • 
The CHAIRl\I.AN. The gentleman from :North Carolina [l\1r. 

KITcHIN] offer an amendment, u-hich the Clerk ''"ill report. 
The Clerk read a follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. Krrcnrx: Page 2, Une 10, ·o·ike out ·• $1 " 

and insert in lieu thereof " G2?, cents." 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to llie amend

ment. 
l\lr. KITCHIN. One minute, llr. Chairman. Do the gentle

men want any explanation of that? [Cries of " .1. -o !~ ' No!''] 
The CHAIRl\!AN. The question is on the amendment. 
The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 

noes seemed to have it. 
1\Ir. KITCHIN. lr. Chairman, a diYision; and I ask for 

tellers. 
Tellers were ordere<.l. 
The committee divided; and there were-n~·es 114, n~s 138. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
l\lr. GREEN of Io"a. 1\Ir. 'hr..irruan, I offer an amendment 

in the form of a new section. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa offer!:) an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read u.s follows: 
Amendment offered by 1\Ir. GnEEx of Iowa : Page 2, after line 10, in· 

scrt a new section, as follows : 
"SEc . 2. That thei.'e shall be levied, assessed, and collcctro upon all 

tungsten ore and concentrates which have been imported prior to the 
passage of thls act from any foreign country and held or kept within 
the United States, when such ore has been purchased by the owner 
thereof at a price less than $17 per unit of tungsten trioxide therein 
conta.inell, a tax equal to the difference between the pur<:hasc prlce 
so paid by the owner and the price named above in this section." 

JHr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to speak a word 
in explanation of the amendment. This amenument is ·ntis
factory to the members of the committee on tllis side, and I 
think will be satisfactory to the members of the committee on 
the other side, although I have not heard them xpress any 
opinion with reference to it. 

The committee will remember that there has been much saiu 
with reference to thee amount of ore whi-ch was already held in 
stock at New York, especially by the gentleman from Korth 
Carolina [Mr. KITcHIN] with reference to 3,000,000 being made 
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by the owners thereof. I undertook to show, and think I 
did show, that the owne1· would not make anything, but might 
po ~ibly recoup their los . In nny m-ent, this amendment would 
take care of that situation. 

A.ml there is also another situation that should be taken care 
of. It will probably be some time before this bill will pass the 
Senate. Ore is coming in here now-at least offered for sale-
at the rate of about $7 or $8, and I think there has been a 
claim that some ore has been offered as low as $6 per unit of 
tungsten trioxide laid down at New York. The effect of this bill, 
as the committee intended it, -will be to bring the price up to 
about $17 per unit, which is the lowest price, under the testi
mony, at which the American operators could produce it. Under 
my amendment these men that have these large stocks on hand, 
if they bought it for less than $17 per unit, will be compelled 
to pay a tax on the difference between what they paid for it 
and $17, and there will be no object in trying to ship in, as 
doubtless otherwise there would .be imported, large quan
' tlties of the ore at somewhere from $u to $8 a unit, with the 
hope of making the difference between that and the rate in this 
bill during the time this bill was pending. That is the object 
of the amendment, and I think there will be no objection thereto. 

1\ir. HASTINGS. The gentleman states that it will probably 
be some time before this bill is passed by the Senate. How long 
does he think it will be before it is signed by the Pre ident? 

1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. It depends on whether the President 
adheres to his message, which he recently sent us, in which 
he called attention to matters of this kind-these war minerals
and said that they ought. to be protected. I have high hopes 
that the President, as well as some of the gentlemen on the other 
side, is learning as the time goes on. 

l\Ir. HASTINGS. The gentleman knows there is not any 
chance on earth of the President signing this bill, and, of course, 
the gentleman, as well as that side, knows it will not be passed 
by a two-thirds vote o"V"er his y-eto. So why are we consuming 
so much time in the consideration of these popgun bills when 
everybody knows there is not the slighte t chance of any of 
them becoming law? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. May I ask, then, why the other side is 
taking so much time? 

l\Ir. LITTLE. Perhaps the gentleman from Oklahoma .::ould 
tell us whether the President would sign the bill if we would 
double the Payne tariff rates? 

1\Ir. GARNER. The testimony before us showed, so far as 
the consumption of this country is concernedy that there is 
only three years' supply in existence in this country. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman is simply making a 
statement. He is like the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
KITcHIN], who said we did not deny certain statements, although 
it was proven over and over again in the hearings that they were 
not correct. 

Mr. GARNER. J. think the gentleman will find from the 
Bur~au of Mines the testimony that the amount in sight now 
would be sufficient to run this co1mtry for three years, but that 
they hoped and believed in the course of the production of this 
ore a great deal more of it would .be discovered. And I think 
that is a reasonable hypothesis. I think this Government itself 
ought to buy and own a certain amount of this ore in case of an 
emergency. I think it ought to have it in this country, and own 

1
it and have it laid away and stored in case of war or emer
gency, because it is just possible, if not probable, that in this 
country this tungsten ore will be exhausted, and unless we erect 
the industry ourselves and ha\e some of that article in case of 
emergency we Dl:ly be caught where we can not get this tung
sten at all. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I do not think that will occur at all. 
In that connection I want to refer to a statement made by the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KrrcmN] repeatedly. He 
'said that nobody denied that this bill would create a monopoly. 
'His own statement shows that it could not create a monopoly. 
One firm have produced in the past 25 per cent, another 60 per 
cent, or something of that kind, but those concerns are not pro
ducing at that rate now. There are hundreds of little pro-

. ducers that make up a large proportion of what is produced, and 
if this bill passes we put the rate so low that at least one-half 
of it will come from abroad. And as to the Payne tariff rates 
one might as well talk :ibout the rates before the Civil War, 
conditions are so different. [Applause and cries of "Vote!"] 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I am y-ery glad that the gen
tleman from Iowa offered this amendment. I shall not oppose 
'this amendment, because I am certain that this bill will pass just 
ns the manufacturers want it and just as the Republicnns re
ported it out of the committee. This amendment would improve 
the bill. If we were not certain that you are going to pa. s the bill 
in this House this proposition standing alone would be a shame 
and. injustice; but as the bill is, it betters it to some extent. 

Here is the gratification that I have over the introduction of 
the amendment: It is an admission of the truth of what I said 
the other day. If my statement was not true it would not be 
necessary to have this amendment and the gentleman from Iowa. 
[l\Ir. GREEN] would not have introduced it. 

Dr. Hess, of the Geological Survey, testified before our com
mittee, and it was not denied by anybody then, and it has not 
been denied by anybody since, that there had been imported by 
four firms in New York 4,500 tons of ore, most of it from China, 
and that it was stored and held there now; that the producers in 
this country had stored 1,500 tons. I said that if this bill were 
passed it would at once advance the price of that ore $600 per 
ton and would put into the pockets of these four importers by 
such advance $2,700,000; that it would increase the value or 
price of the 1,500 tons held by the producers $900,000 and 
they would pocket that amount extra. I challenged then and 
to-day a denial. No denial bas been forthcoming, but an ad
mission in the shape of this amendment. 

The gentleman recognized that that would be the result of this 
bill, and thi amendment is offered to keep those importers or 
other importers who imported at $8 or $9 or $10 per unit from 
making the extra $600 a ton which this bill otherwise would give. 
They would not have offered this amendment if I had not called 
their attention to that fact. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The gentleman from Iowa [l\Ir. GREE "] asserted awhile ago 
that I had made statements that were "disproved by the hear
i,ngs time and time again." It is mighty easy to make state
ments, gentlemen, but it is mighty bard to proy-e them when you 
are face to face with the other fellow and be has all the evidence 
in his hand. I challenge the ooentleman right now to restate one 
statement that I made, and then point to one line or word in 
the Tariff Commission report, or one line or word in all the 
hearings, from any of the witnesses that dispro"V"es a single 
statement I made. I challenge him to do it. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

l\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. Why, the gentleman could not eYen 
state the rate of the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill correctly, and 
be can not state it now. 

Mr. KITCHIN. \Vhat was the rate? Tell it if you know. 
l\Ir. GREEL~ of Iowa. Twenty-five per cent on any under $200 

and 20 per cent on any over $200. 
l\Ir. KITCHIN. That was on tungsten and ferrotungsten. 'Ve 

were just discussing ore, but just think what a stickler the 
gentleman is! The Payne Act did read so, because the McKinley 
Act or the Dingley Act made such a distinction. It did read 
that all tungsten or ferrotungsten \alued at $200 per ton or 
under would bear 25 per cent duty, and all valued at over $200 
per ton should bear 20 per cent duty. Now, there has not been 
one single ton or pound of tungsten or ferrotungsten imported 
in this country in the last 20 years that was valued at less than 
$200 per ton. The gentleman should know it. He can not show 
me from the statistics where a ton or a pound of tungsten or 
ferrotungsten has come in at less than $200. If he can show that 
I will promise to vote for this bill. But it is not there. 

As I said, the gentleman did not know that no tungsten or 
ferrotungsten was valued at $200 or less. He did not know that 
the 25 per cent on tungsten or ferrotungsten had been a dead and 
useless provision in the act ever since it was passed, because if he 
had it would be foolish in the face of a knowledge of tl1e facts to 
have made such an assertion; but he did not know any better. 
[Laughter.] So that the real tariff rate under the Payne Act 
was just as I said it was, 20 per cent. [Applause on tbe Demo
cratic side.] 

Now, if the gentleman has any other instance wherein he is 
willing to allege that I made a misstatement, I challenge him 
now to declare it. I pause for him to do so. He declines 
because he knows every statement I made on Tuesday and I 
have made to-day in respect to this bill is absolutely true. [Ap
plause on the Democratic side, and cries of" Vote!"] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
SEc. 2. That the J?rovisions of this act shall not be deemed to repeal 

any tariff now existing upon any substances or materials mentioned in 
this act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FoRDJ\JIT] to the fact that 
the amendment just adopted was a new section and numbered 2. 
The section we are now conside1ing in the bill is Ko. 2, and it is 
necessary, therefore, to change it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the present sec
tion be numbered 3. 

The CHAlRl\IA...'N'. The gentleman from l\1ichigan offers an 
amendment, -which the Clerk -will · report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offereu by Mr. Fono~EY: On page 2, line 11, after the 

word ·• ' ection," strike out the figure " 2 " and insert in lieu thereof 
the figure "3." 

The CHA.IRl\!AN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment fl:as agreed to. 
l\fr. KITCHIN. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAI.~. The gentleman from NortJ1 Carolina offers 

an amendment, \Vhich the· Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. KrTCHI~: Page 2, line 3, strike out all of 

sP.ction 3 nnd insert as section 3 "That the provisions of any act incon
sistent with the provisions of this a ct are hereby repe.aled." 

l\!r. KITCHIX 1\lr. Chairman and gentlemen, the amend
ment I propose strikes out the proyision in the bill which makes 
the tariff rates in the bill an addition to the existing duty under 
the present law on tungsten and ferrotungsten, and so forth. 
The duty i now 15 per cent, and this provision is so written 
in the bill that fhat duty remains, and if the bill becomes a law 
we will have both the existing of 15 per cent and the exorbitant 
duties in the bill. That is, we will have the tariff of $2,000 a 
ton 0:1 ferrotungsten and tungsten pro\ided in the bill, plus 15 
per cent ad Yalorem. This amendment is to strike out section 3 
containing the pronsion and insert in lieu thereof the usual 
section repealing the proYisions of any law inconsistent with 
this bill, so as to gh·e its beneficiaries only the . 2,000 per ton 
robbery. This alone amounts to oYer 175 per cent. 

Gentlemen of the committee, in a few minutes we are going 
to Yote on this bill. It is going to pass. All Democrats shall 
\Ote against it. Before the vote on the bill I shall offer an 
amendment to recommit, striking out these rates and submitting 
the Payne-Aldrich Act rates, which will test your loyalty to that 
act. The day before yesterday and this morning I made the 
statement, and I repeat it now, that this bill giYes $5,000,000 
annually to four corporations which have a monopoly of the 
industry. Not a man bas denied it and not one can deny it. 
I have dared one to deny it. I charged that this bill imposed a 
duty upon ore 1,100 per cent higher than the Payne Act-twelve 
times as high. I challenged them to deny it. They did not 
deny it. They could not deny it. They do not deny it now. 
I challenged that on tungsten and ferrotungsten the rate was 
over 800 per cent higher than the Payne rate-over nine times as 
high. I challenged the Republicans to deny it. Not one has 
denied or does deny it. I stated that this bill would give the im
porters of the 4,500 tons which are stored in this country, and 
the producers here who have 1,500 tons stored, a direct gift of 
$3,700,000. That statement has been partially admitted by the 
amendment of my distinguished friend from Iowa [Mr. GREEN]. 

I charged that this bill taxes all users of tungsten steel 
$5,000,000 a year, that it takes out of the pockets of the people 
and puts into the pockets of a monopoly of four enriched cor
porations $5,000,000 annually. I challenged denial. Not one has 
denied or does deny it. The Republicans to-clay ba\e to a man 
voted for it. 

Gentlemen, we all Yividly recall the memorable contest which 
took place on this floor a few weeks ago, a contest which, it 
seemed, unfortunately became a party or partisan one. The 
President in a yeto message complained that Congress bad not 
provided sufficient funds for the rehabilitation work for our 
disabled soldiers, and asked Congress for a larger appropriation 
than bad been granted for this purpose. In quick response to 
the President's appeal and the needs of our crippled soldier 
boys, the Democrats proposed an appropriation of $12,000,000, 
the amount needed. Tl1e Republicans at once, almost to a man
every leader among them-protested against this amount as 
extra\agant, and "in the interest of economy" proposed an 
appropriation of only $8,000,000. They preferred to make an 
" economy r ecord " than to properly care for the needs of our 
helples , di abled oldiers. Mr. FoRDNEY, Mr. GREEN, Mr. 
1\IONDELL, the majority leader; l\lr. MADDEN, Dr. FESS, chair
man of the Republican congre sional committee, and other Re
publican , who to-day are moving heaven and earth to tax the 
people ~5,000,000 a year for the benefit not of the Government 
IJut a commercial monopoly, together with practically every 
Republican in the House, protested against, fought against, and 
\Otecl against gi-ring the additional $4,000,000 to the poor, 
wounded, disabled, and crippled soldier boys to help them make 
their lives worth the living. [Applause.] That protest, that 
fight, that Yote in the interest of "Republican economy!'' 

I am glad and proud to rec~ll that while the Republicans 
lined up almost to a man against that appropriation for the 
disabled boys from the trenches the Democrats to a man voted 
for it. 

Ob, yes; the Republican leaders anu ringsters of the House 
who are now swinging anu popping the party lash in thi; 
Chamber, whipping into line every Republican MemiJer for the 
pendi~g bill, could not . then " in the interest of economy " ap
propriate $4,000,000 to help our maimed and crippled hero boys 
--:-the boys who, while in the trenches struggling to maintain the 
rights and honor of our country, had their legs shot off had 
their arms shot off, had their eyes hot out ! [Applau' e on 
Democratic side.] 

But to-day when the special intere. t s d<:·~t:anu that these 
same Republicans tax the people-take out of the pockets of 
the people $5,000,000 a year and put it into th..:; pockets of thi 
enriched monopoly-of four corporation , as thi s bill does--not 
a Republican voice is rail ed against it, b.ut e\'.ery Republican iu 
the House, amid applause and cheers, is YOting for that mon
strous proposition. [Applause.] 

Mr. \VOOD of Indiana. Mr. Chairman and p·entlemen of the 
committee, the gentleman from North Carolin~ ha laid great 
stres.~ upon the action... of a number of Republicans in not sup
porting what he says was the recommendation of the President 
for $4,00~,000 additional for the -rocational training of the young 
men commg back from the war. 'l'he fact is the Republicans 
supported the President in giving the full amount of $8 000 000 
recommended by him. No Republican oppo ed that approp'ria
tion because he was opposed to the system or because he wish ell in 
any degree to cripple that splendid undertaking. But the friends 
of that measure had said that we had already given them more 
money than they could use in the coming year, and knowing 
full well that Congress, being in se sion all the time, could supply 
any amount they wanted, they did not feel the nece sity of voting 
more money than was necessary at that time. I wish to say to 
gentlemen that it is the purpose of the majority upon this 
side to provide some way whereby these boys who are coming 
back from the other side and taking their places in civil life 
again shall be protected in their hone t endeavors against the 
cheap labor of Europe. [Applause.] 

l\1r. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD or Indiana. I do not yield. I have only five min

utes. I wish to say that the same al·gument has been brought 
forward here to-day ngainst this tungsten industry that was 
brought forward a few years ago when some enterprising and 
patriotic gentlemen sought to manufacture tin in the United 
Stares. It was said that it could not be m,anufactured, that it 
eould not be found, that it would not benefit a thousand peo11lc 
in all the United States. That is what the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [1\Ir. DEWALT] has said with reference to this tung
sten industry. Yet the Republican Party under the leadership of 
that great protectionist and patriot, William McKinley [ap
plause], put a tariff upon tin. And what was the result? We 
found we bad plenty of it here within our own borders, and 
to-day we are manufacturing it more cheaply than any other 
country on the face of the earth, and to-day we are the greate t 
manufacturers of tin in all the world. [Applause.] That was 
due, if you please, to the protective-tariff policy of the Republi
can Party. 

And I wish to call the attE!ntion of some of you southern gen
tlemen to the situation existing in your own country, where pro
tection is needed for development more than in any other section 
of the United States. Before we got into this war a number of 
gentlemen, Members of this House, while in the State of Texas 
discovered that in all that country where previously there had 
been a great many sugar mills running only a few years ago, 
when the protective tariff was upon the sugar indush·y sufficient 
to warrant the manufacture of sugar, and where rice hullers 
were seen upon every side, every one of those sugar refineries 
was idle except one, every one of those rice hullers was idle. 
Why was it? You had only to ask the men who had raised cane 
and rice, and' they would tell you that it was due to the damning 
influence of the Underwood bill, which had destroyed those 
industries. 

In all of the country round about the one factory that was 
running at Sugar Land, in the State of Texas, they did not raise 
cane sufficient to satisfy one mill and they were importing it 
from Cuba. 

I did not believe that I would ever see the day when the 
leaders of the Democratic Party would confess that there was 
any virtue in the ~ayne law. Yet we see them here to-day con
fessing that was a most virtuous measure; all of them denounc
ing it then, their leaders praising it now; and we Iiave also 
lived to see the day when the President of the United States, 
who but a few years ago, when a private citizen, said. that the· 
protective policy of the Republican Party was a crime, advocates 
it-fresh, if you please, from the influences surrounding 
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him '\\"hen abroad, seeing ho\Y detrimental it is to place 
American labor in competition, if you please, with the cheaper 
labor of Europe. We have lived to see the day when the Vice 
PreF:ident of the United States, who has also denounced the· 
protective policy of the Republican Party on eYery rostrum in 
Indiana, admits it is a virtue and confesses that he has been 
wrong all these years. 

The Democratic Party on this proposition is like a man riding 
on the train with his back to the engine. He neyer sees an 
object until he gets past it. Now the leader on the Democratic 
side is confes ing that protection is a good thing by asserting 
his willingne.·s to afford · here as much protection to tungsten 
as was provided for it in the Payne bill, but, still blinded by 
the Democratic prejudice against the protective principle, is not 
willing to go far enough to meet the changed conditions. 

The CHAIH~IAN. The time of the gentlemaD, from Indiana 
has expired. 

l\Ir. FORDNEY. 1\fr. Chairman, I mo\e that all debate close 
on the amendment and the bill in one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan moves that 
all debate on this paragraph and all amendments close in one 
minute. 

l\11·. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the motion by 
making it 1G minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia to the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

The question was taken, an<l the amendment '\\"US rejectec:l. 
The CHAIRMAl"\f. The question now recur~ upon the motion 

made by the ~entleman from Michigan. 
l\lr. CLARK of Missouri. )lr. Chairman, I move to amend 

it by making it 10 minutes. 
The CHA1RMA.."N". The gentleman from l\lissouri offer an 

amendment that debate close in 10 minutes. 
The question was taken, and the amendment \Yas rejected. 
The CHAIR:.\I.AN. Thc·question now is on the motion of the 

gentleman from Michigan that debate dose in one minute. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman. the gentleman from Illinois 

[1\Ir. HEJ\~Y T. RAINEY] is a ml'mber of the committee and has 
not spoken on this subject. I ask unanimohs consent that he 
have five minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER. How much more time is there of tili debate? 
Mr. FORDNEY. That will make six minutes. 
1\!r. BUTLER. Will the gentleman then a k for any more? 

It 1s pretty bard for some of us to sit here all da:v and listen 
to this. [Laughter.] ' 

Mr. FORD~"'EY. l\lr. Chairman, I amend my motion and ask 
unanimous consent that all debate 1111on this amendment and the 
bill close in six minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from l\Iichigan ask· unani
mous consent that all debate upon this amendment and the bill 
close in six minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. JOHNSON of ·washington. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
Mr. KEARKS. I object. 
Mr. FORDXEY. Then I move that all debate clo e in six 

minutes. 
. 1\Ir. BEGG. l\lr. Chairman, a point of order. Did not the 

motion of the gentleman from l\Iichigan t11at debate close in 
one minute prevail? 

The CH.A.IRMAN. It did. 
Mr. FORD:NEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that the gentleman from Illinois [l\1r. HE~""RY T. RAI!'IEY], who 
is a member of the committee and \Yho has not spoken to-day 
be given fiTe minutes. ' 

The CHA.IJUIA.N. The gentleman from Michigan asks lmani
mous consent that the gentleman from Illinois [1\Ir. HR..'RY T. 
RAI~'EY] be allowed to speak for five minutes. · Is there objec
Uon? 

1\Ir. JOHNSON of Washington. :.\Ir. Chairman, I demand the 
regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is, Is there objection? 
1\Ir. JOHNSON of 'Vashington. I object. 
The CHAIR...\IAN. One minute remains of debate upon this 

paragraph and the bill. 
Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. :.\lr. Chairman, I do not think 

that the record of this debate upon this measure would be 
complete without having in it the views of a Cabinet member of 
the present administration \1-i.th reference to protective me..'lsures 
on tllis particular mineral. When in tbe spring of 1918 we had 
up und~r consideration the bill to appropriate $50,000,000 to take 
earc of tb producers of tungsten and like minerals and the 
hearings "·ere being h:ttl. t11e Secretary of the Interior, ':l\fr. Lane, 
11nade tiP follo\Ying ~t:ltement to tile Committee on Mines and 

Mining with reference to these ·minerals and the need to pro
tect the producers : 
wew:a;;e vm. be .the. use of the monQy that we ha. •e or the minerals that 

We know approximately what we have. We simply want to be able 
to say to the small man and to the large man, "Gentlemen, go farther 
in and fin~ out what you. have. Br~g it out, and we will see that you 
are not rumed by competition of foreign countries. I think that is "'OOd 
Americanism; I think that is common sense." .. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill to the House with the amend
ments, with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed 
to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending. Tlle 
question is on agreeing to the amendment off~red by the gen
tleman from North Carolina. 

The question was taken. 
Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordereQ.; and the Chair appointed l\Ir. FonnNEY 

and Mr. CRISP to act as tellers. 
The committee divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 111, 

noes 135. . 
So the amenument was rejected. 
Mr. FORDNEY. 1\.fr. Chairman, I renew my motion that the 

committee do now rise and report the bill, with the recommenda
tion that the amendments be agreed to and the bill as amended 
do pass. 

The motion was agreeu to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and tile Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. Goon, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 4437 and had 
directed him. to report the same back to the House with sundry 
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

l\Ir. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I moYe the previous question 
on the bill and amendments to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend

ment? If not, the Chair will put them en grosse. The question 
is on ag1·eeing to the amendments. · 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on t;lle engrossment and 

third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to .be engrossed and read a third time, 

and was read the third time. 
Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I moYe the following motion 

to recommit, which I send· to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. KITCH1~ moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on Ways 

and Means Wlth instructions to report the same back instanter witb 
the following amendments: 

Strike out all of the bill after the word " namely " in line 7 page 1 
and insert the following : ' • 

a. Tungsten ores of all kinds, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
b. Tungsten, tungsten powder, ferrotungsten (lump and pulverized) 

and ferrotungsten powder1 20 per cent ad valorem. 
SEc. 3. That the proV1sions of any act inconsistent with the pro

visions of this act are hereby repealed . 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, on the motion to recommit 
I moYe the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 

to recommit. 
The question was taken. 
1\fr. KITCHIN. 1\fr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 

and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 138, nays 170, 

answered " present " 1, not voting 121, as follows: 

Alexander 
Almon 
Ashbrook 
As well 
Ayres 
Babka. 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bee 
Bell 
Bland, Va. 
Blanton 
Box 
Brand 
Briggs 
Brinson 
Buchanan 
BYI·nes, S. C. 

YEAS--138. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Caldwell 
Can trill 
Caraway 
Carew 
Carss 
Clark, F1a. 
Clark, Mo. 
Cleary 
Coady 
Collier 
Connally 
Crisp 
Cullen 
Davey 
Darts, Tenn. 
Dent . 
Dewalt 

Dickinson, l\Io. 
Dominick 
Dough ton 
Drane 
Dupre 
Eagan 
Eagle 
Ferris 
Fisher 
Gallagher 
Gard 
Garner 
Garrett 
Godwin. N. C. 
Goldfoglc 
Goodwin , .Ark. 
Griffin 
Hard.r, 'l'ex. 

Harrison 
Hastings 
Hayden 
Heflin 
Holland 
Howard 
Huddleston 
Hudspeth 

·Hull, Tenn. 
Igoe 
Jacoway 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson. Miss. 
.Tones, Tex. 
Keller 
Kinchel<X! 
Kitchin 
Lanham 
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Lnukfortl 
Larsen 
Lazaro 
Lee, Ga. 
Lesher 
Lonergan 
McClintic 
McDuffie 
McGlennon 
McKeown 
MeKiniry 
McLane 
Major · 
fansfiew. · 

Mays 
Mead 
Minahan, N. J. 

.Anderson 
Andrews, Mel. 
Andrews, Nebr. 
Anthony 
Bacharach 
Baer 
Barbour 
Begg 
Benham 
Bowers 

:\looney 
l\!oore, Va. 
Neely 

Rainey, H. T. 
Raker 
Rayburn 
Robinson, N.C. 
Romjue 

Thompson, O~Ja. 
Tillman 

Nelson, Mo. 
Nicholls, •. C. 
O'Connell 
o·connot• 
Oldfield 
Olney 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Park 
Parrish 
Pell 
Phelan 
Pou 
Quin 

Rubey 
Rucker 
::landers, La. 
Sears 
Sherwood 
:::lims 
Small 
Smithwick 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Stevenson 
Taylor, Colo. 

NAYS-1'{0. 

Upshaw 
Venable 
Vinson 
Watkins 
Weaver 
Webb 
Welling 
Welty 
Wilson, La. 
Wingo 
Woods1 Va. 
Wri,Sht 
Young, Tex. 

Ful1er, :Mass. Lufkin Scott 
Glynn Luhring Sell 
Good McArthur Siegel 
Hoodall McCulloch Sinclair 
Goodykoontz McFadden Sinnott 
Gould McLaughlin, Mich.Smith, Idaho 
Graham, Ill. McLaughlin, Nebr. Smith, l\lich. 
Green, Iowa McPherson Snell 
Greene, Vt. Macerate Snyder 

. (. 

Brooks, Pa. 
Browning 
Burdick 
Burroughs 
Butler 
Campbell, Kans. 
Cole 

Hamilton MacGregor Rteenerson 
Haskell Madden Stephens, Ohio 
Hawley Mapes Stiness 
flays Martin Strong, Kans. 
Hernandez Mason Strong, Pa. 
Hersey Merritt Summers, Wash. 
Hersman Michener Sweet 

Cooper 
Hickey Miller Swope 
Hoch MondeJl Taylor, Tenn. 

Crago Houghton Moores, Ind. Temple 
Hulings Morgan Thompson, Ohio Crowther 

Currie, Mich. 
Curry, Calif. 
Dale 

IIull, Iowa Mudd Timberlake 
Hutchinson Murphy Tincher 
Ireland Nelson, Wis. Tinki,J.am 

Dallinger 
Darrow 

James Newton, Minn. Towner 
Johnson, Wash. Newton, l\!o. Treadway 

Davis, l\linn. 
Denison 

Jones, Pa. Nichols, Mich. Vaile 
Juul Ogden Vestal 
Kahn Platt Voigt 
Kearns Purnell Volstead 

Dowell 
Dunbar 
Dyer 
Edmonds 
Elliott 
Ellsworth 
Elston 

Kelly, Pa. Radcliffe Watson, Pa. 
KennP.dy, R. I. Ramsey Webster 
King Ramseyer Wheeler 
Kinkaid RandaU, Wis. White, Kans. 

Emerson 
IGeczka Reber White, Me. 
Knutson Reed, W. Va. Williams 

Esch 
Evans, Nev. 
Fairfield 

Kraus Rhodes Wilson, Ill. 
Kreider Ricketts Winslow 

Fess 
LaGuardia Robsion, Ky. Wood, Ind. 
Lampert Rodenberg Yates 
Langley Sanders, Ind. Young, r. Dak. 
Layton Sanders, N.Y. ~ihlman 

Focht 
Fordney 
French Lehlbach Sanford 
Fuller, Ill. Little Schall 

ANSWERED "PRESENT "-1. 
Campbell, Pa. 

NOT \OTING-121. 
Ackerman Evans, Nebr. Linthicum 
Benson li'ields Longworth 
Black Fitzgeralu Luce 
Blackmon Flood McAndrews 
Bland, Ind. Foster McKenzie 
Bland, Mo. Frear McKinley 
Boies Freeman Magee 
Booher Gallivan Maher 
Britten Gandy Mann 
Brooks, Ill. Ganly Monahan, ·wis. 
Browne Garland Montague 
Drumbaugh Graham, Pa. Moon 
Burke Greene, Mass. Moore, Ohio 
Candler Griest Moore, Pa. 
Cannon Hadley Morin 
Carter Hamill Mott 
Casey Hardy, Colo. Nolan 
Chindblom Haugen Oliver 
Christopherson Hicks Osborne 
Classon IIill Paige 
Copley Humphreys Parker 
Costello Husted Peters 
Cramton Jefferis Porter 
Dempsey Johnson, S. Dal.l:. Rainey, J. W. 
Dickinson, Iowa .Johnston, N.Y. Randall, Calif. 
Donovan Kelley, Mich. Reavis 
Dooling Kendall Reed, N.Y. 
Doremus Kennedy, Iowa Riddick 
Dunn Kettner Riordan 
Echols Kiess Rogers 
Evans, 1\Iont. Lea, Calif. Rose 

So the motion to recommit was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs : 
Until further notice: 

Rouse 
Rowan 
Rowe 
• abath 
!5aunders, Va. 
~Cully 
Shreve 
~isson 
:::llemp 
Hmitb, Ill. 
'mith, I. Y. 

Steele 
Stephens, Miss. 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Taylor, Ark. 
Thomas 
Tilson 

·vare 
Walsh 
Walters 
Ward 
Wason 
Watson, Va. 
Whaley 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wise 
Woodyard 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania with 1\lr. TAYLOR of Arkansas. 
l\fr. JoHNSON of South Dakota with 1\Ir. FLooD. 
l\1t. KE 'NEDY of Iowa with 1\ir. BLAND of Mis ouri. 
1\lr. CHRISTOPHEr. with l\1r. SULLIVAN. 
1\lr. CHINDBLOM with l\fr. ROWAN. 
Mr. GREEXE of Massachusetts with l\Ir. GANLY. 
1\Ir. BLAND Of !Iidiana with 1\Ir. JOHN W. RAINEY. 
:Mr. BROWNE of 'Viseonsin \Vith l\Ir. CASEY. 

1\Ir. FREAR with Mr. \VILsox of renn Ylnmia. 
Mr. WALsH with Mr. CARTER. · 
Mr. EVANS of Nebraska with 1\Ir. :r. sox. 
Mr. FOSTER with Mr. HUMPHREY ·. 
1\lr. KELLEY of Michigan Willi 1\fr. l\!cA:.'\])JU•: \\"S. 
Mr. JEFFERIS with Mr. SAB_un. 
Mr. LuCE with 1\lr. 1\IAHER. 
Mr. OsBORNE with Mr. GA::'\UY. 
l\fr. PAIGE with Mr. Moox. 
Mr. HARDY of Colorado with :Jir. BnAxD. 
1\Ir. 1\IA•GEE with l\Ir. LINTHICUM. 
1\fr. MooRii; of Pennsylvania with l\lr. GALT.I\"AN. 
Mr. KIESS with l\Ir. SUM~ERS of 'Iexas. 
1\Ir. 'VOODYARD with l\Ir. BENSO!\'". 
1\Ir. WARD with l\lr. BL_\C.K. 
Mr. 'V ALTERS with l\Ir. BRU:llllA GH. 
1\Ir. TILSON with 1\lr. CANDLER. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinoi · with l\lr. DoxoYA.N. 
Mr. RODGERS with l\fr. DooLI~G. 
1\Ir. RIDDICK with 1\Ir. DOREl\IU,. 
Mr .. REAns with 1\lr. EVANS of Montana. 
Mr. PORTER with Ir. FIELDS. 
Mr. PETERS With 1\fr. FITZGERALD. 
Mr. NoLA~ with :!llr. JoH~STo~ of Ne\v York. 
Mr. MORIN with l\Ir. KETTNER. 
1\Ir. MooRE of Ohio with l\Ir. LE.A of California. 
~11'. LoNGWORTH With Mr. MONTAGUE. 
Mr. KEJ\T})ALL with i'\lr. 0LIVETI. 
:\Ir. HusTED with Mr. RANDALL of California. 
Mr. HAUGEN with l\lr. RIORDAN. 
1\fr. GRIEST with Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. 
1\fr. GABLAND with l\Ir. SCULLY. 
l\Ir. DUNN with Mr. SMITH of New York. 
Mr. DEMPSEY with 1\fr. STEELE. 
Mr. CRAMTON with 1\Ir. STEPHES, of iUis isslppi. 
l\Ir. CosTELLo with Mr. THOMAS. 
Mr. CLASSON with 1\!t. WATSON of Virginia. 
Mr. ACKERMAN with Mr. "\VISE. 
On this vote : 

.· 

Mr. WITALEY (for motion to recommit) with l\Jr. CL\Nxox 
(against). 

1\lr. BooKER 
(against). 

(for motion to recommit) with Mr. WA o:.-;r 

Mr. ILnriLL (for moti9n to recommit) with Mr. HADLEY 
(against). 

l\.Ir. Br..A.CKMON (for motion to recommit) with Mr. 1\IA:.'\x 
(against). 

Mr. MooRE of Virginia (for motion to recommit) with 1\Ir. 
RowE (against). 

The result of the vote \Tas announced as abo\e recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passu.,.e of the })ill. 
Mr. Tll\IBERLA.KE. Mr. Speaker, on that I llem11nll tile 

yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were oruered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yen 171, nay: 133, 

not \Oting 126, as follows : 

Anderson 
Andrews, Mel. 
Andrews, Nebr. 
Anthony 
Bacharach 
Bacr 
Barbour 
B<>gg 
Benham 
Bowers · 
Brooks, Pa. 
Browning 
Burdick 
Burroughs 
Butler 
Campbell, Kans. 
Campbell, Pa. 
Cole 
Cooper 
Crago 
Crowther 
Curry, Calif. 
Dale 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Davis, Minn. 
Denison 
Dowell 
Dunbar 
D.Yer 
Edmonds 
Elliott 
Ellsworth 
Elston 
Emerson 
Esch 
Evans, Nev. 

YE.::\.S-171. 
Fail·fielU 
Fess 
Focht 
l<'ordney 
French 
Fuller, Ill. 
Fuller, Mass. 
Glynn 
Good 
Goodall 
Goodykoon tz 
Gould 
Graham, Ill. 
.Green, Iowa 
Greene, Vt. 
Hamilton 
Haskell 
Hawley 
Hernandez 
Hersey 
Hersman 
Hickey 
Hoch 
Houghton 
Hulino-s 
Hull, fowa 
Hutchinson 
Ireland 
James 
Johnson, Wash. 
.Jones, Pa. 
.Juul 
Kahn 
Kearns 
Kelly, Pa. 
Kennedy, R.I. 
Kleczka 

Knutson Platt 
Kraus Purnell 
Kreider Radcliffe 
LaGuardia Raker 
Lampert Ramsey 
Langley Ramseyer 
Layton Randall, ·wis. 
Leblbach Reber 
Little Reed, W.Va. 
Lufkin Rhodes 
Luhring J{icketts 
McArthur Riddick 
McCulloch Hobsion, Ky. 
McFadden Rodenberg 
McLaughlin, 1\licb.Sanners, Ind. 
McLaughlin, Nebr. Sanders, N.Y. 
McPherson Sanford 
Macerate Schall 
MacGregor Scott 
~Iadden Sells 
l\Iapes Siegel 
Martin Sinclair 
Mason Sinnott 
Merritt ~mith, Idaho 
Michener , mith, Mich. 
Miller Snell 
Mondell Snyder 
Moores, Ind. Steenerson 
Morgan St~phens, Ohio 
Mudd Stiness 
Murphy Strong, Kans . 
Nelson, Wis. Strong, l'a . 
Newton, Minn. Summers, Wash. 
Newton, Mo. Sweet 
Nichols, Mich. S"l"l"ope 
Ogden 'l'nylot·, Colo. 
OIIH'Y 'l'!'rnple 
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Thompson, Ohio 
Timberlake 
Tincher 
~rinkbam 
'l'owner 
•.rreadway 

Alexander 
Almon 
Ashbrook 
As well 
Ayres 
Babka 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bee 
Bell 
Bland, Va. 
Blanton 
Box 
Brand 
Briggs 
Brinson 
Buchan:m 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Caldwell 
Can trill 
Caraway 
Carew 
Carss 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Cleary 
Coady 
Collier 
Connally 
Ct·isp 
Cullen 
Davey 
Davis. Tenn. 

Ackerman 
Benson 
Black 
Blackmon 
Bland, Ind. 
Bland, Mo. 
Boies 
Booher 
Britten 
Brooks, Ill. 
Browne 
Rrnmbaugh 
Burke 
Candler 
Cannon 
Carter 
Casey 
Chindblom 
Christopherson 
Classon 
Copley 
Costello 
Cramton 
Currie, Mich. 
Dempsey 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Donovan 
Dooling 
Doremus 
Dunn 
Echols 
Evans, l\Iont. 

·Vaile 
Yes tal 
Voigt 
Volstead 
Watson, Pa. 
Webster 

Welling 
Wheelet· 
White, Kans. 
White, Me. 
Williams 

· Wilson, Ill. 
NAYB-133. 

Dent 
Uewalt 
Dickinson, Mo. · 
Dominick 
Dough ton 
Drane 
Dupre 
Eagan 
Eagle ' 
F~rris · ,. 
.Elsller ;--~ 
Galfaghe r 
Uard - · · · 
Garner . 
Garrett 
Holdfogle 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Griffin ·
llnrdy, Tex. 
Harrison 
Hastings 
Hayden 
llefiin 
Holland 
Howard 
Huddleston 
Hudspeth 
Hull, ~l'enn. 
Igoe . 
Jacoway 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, Miss. 
.Jones, Tex. 
K ellet· 

Kincheloe 
Kitchin 
Lanham 
Lankford 
J..arsen . 
Lazaro 
Lee, Ga. 
Lesher 

.. Lonergan 
McClintic 
McDuffie 

· McGlennon 
.McKeown 
1\IcKiniry 
McLane 
Major 
Mansfield 

· Mays 
l\!ead 
Minahan, N. J. 
~fooney 
Neely 

· Nelson, Mo. 
Nicholls, S. C. 
O'Connell 
O'Connor 
Oldfield 
Oliver 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Park 
Parrish 
Pell 
Phelan 

'OT VOTING-12G. 
Evan , Nebr. 
Fields 
Fitzgerald 
Flood 
Foster 
F'rear 
Freeman 
Gallivan 
Gandy 
Ganly 
Garland 
Godwin, N. C. 
Graham. Pa. 
Greene, 1\:lass. 
Griest 
Hadley 
Hamill 
Hardy, Colo. 
Haugen 
Hays 
Hicks 
Hill 
Humphreys 
Ilusted 
Jefferis 
Johnson, S. Dak. 
Johnston , N.Y. 
Kelley, Mich. 
Kendall 
Kennedy, Iowa 
Kettner 
Kiess 

King 
Kinkaid 
L t>a. Calif. 
Linthicum 
Longworth 
Luce 
McAndrews 
McKenzie 
McKinley 
Magee 
1\Iaber 
Mann 
Monahan, Wis. 
Montague 
l\Ioon 
Moore, Ohio 
Moore, Pa. 
l\Ioorc, Va. 
Morin 
Mott 
Nolan 
Osborne 
Paige 
Parker 
Peters 
Porter 
Rainey, J. w .. 
Randall, Calif. 
Reavis 
Rt>ed, N.Y. 
Riordan 
Rogers 

- Winslow 
Wood, Ind. 
Yates 
Young, N. Dak. 
Zihlman 

Pou 
Quin 
Rainey, H. T. 
Rayburn 
Robinson. N. C. 
Romjue · 
Rubey 
Rucker 
Sanders, La. 
Sears 
Sherwood 
Sims 
~mall 
Smithwick 
~teagall 
Stedman 
Stevenson 
~'hompson, Okla. 
Tillman 
Upshaw 
Venable 
Vinson 
Watkins 
Weaver 
Webb 
Welty 
Wilson, La. 
Wingo 
Woods, Va. 
Wright · 
Young, Tex. 

Rm:;e 
Reuse 
Rowan 
Rowe 
Sa bath 
Sa unders, Va. 
Scully 
Shreve 
Sisson 
Slemp 
Smith, Ill. 
Smith, N.Y. 
.'teele 
StC'phens, ~liss. 
~ullivan 
~uruners, Tex. 
Taylor, Ark. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas 
'1'ilson 
Vare 
Walsh 
Walter·s 
Ward 
Wason 
Watson, Va. 
Whaley 
Wilson, Pa. 
Wise 
Woodyard 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs : 
On this vote : 
1\Ir. WASON (for) with 1\Ir. BOOHER (against). 
Mr. CANNON (for) with l\Ir. WHALEY (against) . 
l\fr. HADLEY (for) with Mr. HAMILL (against). 
l\Ir. RowE (for) with Mr. MooRE of Virginia (against). 
Mr. MANN (for) with l\Ir. BLACKMON (against). 
l\Ir. McKINLEY with Mr. GoDWIN of North Carolina. 
1\fr. CURRIE of Michigan. l\1r. Speaker, I do not belie\e 

that I can qualify--
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall and listen

ing when his name . was called? 
Mr. CURRIE of Michigan. I was not. If I '\\ere permitted 

to vote, however, I would ask to be recorded as " yea." Can I 
be .recorded as "present"? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not be so recorded. 
The result of the -vote was announced as above recorded. 
On motion of l\Ir. TIMBERLAKE, a motion to reconsider the 

vote by which the bill '\\US passed was laid on the table . . 

PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE-METEOROLOGICAL CON¥ERE ' CE AT PABIS (H. 
DOC. NO. 107). 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the Uniteu States, which was read and, 
with the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and ordere~J printed: 

LYIII--261 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
In view of the provision contained in the deficiency act ap

proved March · 4, 1913, that "hereafter the Executive shall not 
extend or accept any invitation to participate in any inter
national congress, conference, or like event, without first having 
specific authority of law to do so," I transmit herewith for the 
consideration of the Congress and for its determination whether 
it will authorize the acceptance of the invitation and the appro
priation necessary to defray the expenses incident thereto, a 
report from the Secretary of State with accompanying papers, 
being an invitation from the Government of the French Republic 
to that of the United States to send delegates to a proposed con
ference to be held at Paris on September 30, 1919, to consider 
questions relating to the reorganization of the service of tlle 
exchange of meteorological information, and for other purposes, 
and a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture showing the 
favor with which he vie\Ys the proposed gathering, ancl recom
mending an appropriation of $1,500 to defray the expenses of 
participation by at least two delegates. 

WooDROW Wrr.sox. 
THE WHITE HousE, 

21 A.uoust, 1919. 
CONTESTED ELECTION CASE OF TAGUE AGAIKST FITZGERALD. 

The SPEA.h..'"EU. The Chair is in receipt of a communication 
from the Clerk of the House, transmitting papers in the election 
case of Tague against Fitzgerald. The letter, with the papPrs 
in tile case, is ordered printed and referred to the Committee 
on Elections No. 2. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
:\Ir. STE\ENSON, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 

absence for 10 days, on account of campaign for good-road bonds 
and cotton organization. 

GE!'."ERAL TO THE ARMIES OF THE UNITED STATES. 
)1r. SA.NFORD. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

present a minority report from the Committee on l\Iilitary 
Affairs on the bill (H. H. 7595) relating to the creation of the 
office of general to the armies of the United States and authoriz
ing the President to nominate to said office a general officer of 
the Army who within the United States and during the recent 
~yar has rendered especially distinguished service. 

Mr. GARKER. What bill is that? 
l\Ir. SA.l.'\FORD. A bill to confer the grade of general on some 

general officer in the service within the United States. 
The SPE.A.KER. Without objection, the request is granted. 
There was no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
l\lr. FORD:NEY. l\Ir. Speaker, I move that the House do now 

adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 18 

minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
August 22, 1919, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COl\IMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 
1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 

schedules and lists of papers, documents, etc., on the files of the 
Treasury Department which are not needed in the transaction 
of public business and which have no permanent value or his
torical interest, submitted in conformity with the provisions of 
the act approved February 16, 1889, as amended (H. Doc. No. 
194) ; to the committee on the Disposition of Useless Executive 
Papers and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting request 
that authority be granted to the Director of Air Service to publish 
and circulate at Government expense a bulletin to be issued quar
terly entitled "A Bulletin of the Air Medical Service" (H. Doc. 
No. 195) ; to the Committee on Printing and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the acting chairman of tb) Federa-l Trade 
Commission, transmitting report on the leather and shoe indus
tries in part covering the period from 1914 to 1917, inclusi\e, 
and in part covering the period from 1914 to 1918 (H. Doc. No. 
196) ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COl\lMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS A.i~D 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. GRIGSBY, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 7709) to authorize the in-

I -
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corporated town of :Peters:bUig, ..iL:'lska, to issue bonds in .any 
sum not exceediiJg -$7.5,000, for the purpose of constructing nnd 
in tailing a muniaij)al electric-light and })ower plant, and for 
the construction of a public-school building, nworted the :same 
''"ith amendment, accompanied by a reJ)Ort (No . .245), ·which · 
said bill and -r@ort were r eferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. KALANIANAOLE, from tile 'ommittee on the Territoi'ie ·, 
t o "·hich was refe:nted the bill (H. n. 7632) to amend section .2 
of an act entitled ".An act to ratify, approve, and confirm sec- . 
tion 1, 2, and 3 of .an act duly enacted by the legislature of 
the T erritory of Hawaii relating to the board of harbor com
mi ioners of the Territory, asllerein amended, and .amending 
the law· relating thereto," approYed March 28, 1916, reported 
the ::;ume with amendment, accompanied by a report (No . .246), 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, 'from the Committee on .Agriculture, to which 
\Yas referred the bill (II. R. 624) to amend an act entitled "An 
act to provide further for the national security and defense by 
encouraging the production, con:e.I'Ying the supply, and con
trolling the di tributlon of food products and fuel," approYed 
Augu. t 10, 1917, reported the same ·without amendment, ac
companied by a report . (Ko. 247), whicb said bill and report 
''ere referred to ·the Committee of the Whole Hou ·e on the 
state of the lJnion. 

CH.A.l\'GE OF REFEUE~CE. 

Dmler clause ~ of Hule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re
ferred as folio"· · : 

A bill (H. ·R. 361) grunting a pension to ·Samuel C. Braden; 
Committee on Invalid 1~ensions <.H:chargcd, and referred 'to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

.\. bill (H. R. 7862) granting a pension to Harry 'Vetmore 
Miller ; Committee nn InYalid Pen ·ions discharged, and referred 
to the • Committee on .Pension ·. 

A bill (ll. R. 6t19) granting an inCrease of pension to Reuhen 
S. !l'arker; Committee ·on "Inv.Jllid .Pensions discharged, and re
'fetTell to the ·Committee on Pen ions. 

PUBLIC BIL'LS, HE 'OLUT10~ T,.' Al\"TI Mh'MORLU.S. 

lJnller clause 3 of Rule :XXII, "bills, resolutions, and memm·ials 
\YCrc introdueeil and ·:SeVerally referred as .:follows: 

By 1\lr. GII.iL~;: A bill (H . .11. 8610) .authoxizi.I!g the Sec
retary of War to donate to the town or ·Easthampton, Hump
. ·hir • County, 1\Iass., one GermruJ cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Conuui ttee on Military Affair . . 

Al:o, a bill (H. R. '8611) authorizing the Se-cretary of -:wru< 
to donate to the city of Chicopee, Hampden Counn~, Mass., .three 1 

German ·_cannon or Jieldpie.ce ; to the Committee on "1\lilitru.oy 
·1'\:ffairs. 

AJi;o, a bill ~ H. R. 8612) authorizing the Secretary of \Var 
to donate to the town af Enfieill, illampshh·e County, 1\Iass., one 
German cannon or iieldpie-ce ; ·to fhe Committee on Military . 
.difnir . : 

By 1.Ir. 1\IORG : A bill (H. IL 613) to ;~n:ovid.e for -:the pur- 1 

By 1\Ir. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 8621) for the improvement ·ef 
t11e Federal ,post-office building at Geneva, ·N. Y. ; to the ·Qom
mitfee on .Public Buildings :and Grounds. 

By Mr. GOODALL: A ·b.ill (H. R. 8622-) ior the purchase of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building at Sanford, 
1\Ie.; to the Committee on PUblic Buildings and Grounds. 

By 1\Ir. 1\"'ELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8623) for the 
relief of the ·St. Croix Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin ; to the 
Committee on · Indian Affui:rs. 

By l\Ir. HAUGEN: A bill (H. n. 8624) to amend an act .en
titled "An act 'to provide ·further for the national security ..ancl 
defense by encouraging the production, conserving the supply, 
and controlling the distribution of foo$1 products and fuel," 
approved August 10, 1917; ·to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROWE: A bill (H. R. 8625) ame'ndlng .the shlJJping 
act approved September 7, 1916, and authorizing the sale, char
ter, lease, and operation of merchant vessels . belonging to •the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on :the 
Merchant .Marine and Fishel'ies. 
~y lSir. HUTCHINSON: A bill (H. R, 8626) to enable :th~ 

Secretary ol .Agriculture to _prevent dece.Ptioii with respect -to 
cold storage and the shipment of cold-storage foods in inter
state CQmmerce, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agricultm·e. 

By 1\fr. LAGUARDIA: .A bill (H. R. 86.27) fixing the compen
sation of certain officials of the customs service; to ·the Com
mittee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

By 1\Ir . . Kl\TUTSON: Resolution (H. Re . 253) providing ·for 
an additional messenger and assistant pair clerk for the Hou ·e 
of Representatives; to the Committee ;on Accounts. 

By 1\Ir. CARSS: Resolution (H. Res. 254) requesting the 
President to furnish to the House of Representatives certain 
information; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

By Mr. 1\fAYS: 1\Iemo:rial of the Legi lature of Utah, favoring 
the establishment of a league of nations ; to the Committee ron 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Utah, petitioning Con
gress to pravide for the proper restraint, .control, employment, 
and education of certain renegade Indians in•the San Juan ~egion 
of Utah; to -the Committee on Indian Affair ·. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature ,of the State of Utah, :fnsar
ing the passage of an amendment to the bill introduced tby 
Senator B.A.i,JHIEAD in the United States Senate on Decerriber =4, 
1918, known as Senate bill '5088, etc., to provide more eqtiitable 
application of Federal aid for post roads in sparsely sattlecl 
States, ·etc. ;"to the Committee on the Pust Office and Post ~oud.s. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Utah, petitioning the 
War Department of the United States to designate the .Utah 
Agricultural College as a permanent site for a -summer training 
camp of the 'Resen-e Officers' Training Corp ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the LegiJ'lature af Utah, urging the ,passage 
of a bill relating to redamation projects fm· 1benefit of returiiing 
soldiers ana sailors ; to the Committee on the Public Lands . 

PRIY ATE BILLS Al~D RESOLlJTIONS. chase of a -site anCl ·the erection of a 'Pttblic builillng ·thru;eon at . 
'Ferry, Okla.; to 'the •Gomroittee ·On 'Puolic lBxiJldings anU ~. 
Grouniis. i Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills .and r solutions 

Al.'o, a lbill (H. 'R. ~8614) to pnn·iae""for the ·purchase ·of ·a site ; were introduced and :.Severally • .r.efeJ:L'ed ::as f6llows-: 
anil the erection of .a public TlJullding tnereon at 'Alva, Okla.; · By l\lr. ASHBROOK: A bill ('H.-R. 8628) granting an increase 
to 'the ·Committee on "'Public !Buildings and Grounds. of pension to Jo eph -s . .Mu.rquis; to the Committee on [nvnlid 

Al ·o, a bill {H. n. ·861"5) to pro:vid~ :for :the rpurchase of a site Pensions. 
and the erection of a public buiiUing .tnereon at Newkirk, ·Okla. ; By 1\lr. ORA. GO: A. 'hill (H. n. 8629) granting a Fen ion to 
to ;the Committee on Public Buildings ·-and Grounds. William H . . ~rox:ell ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

:AJ..·o, a ·bill (H. m.. "8616) :to-provide for ihe pur<!hasc ,of a site :By 1\lr. COLE: A ·bill '(H. n. 8630) granting ;an increa e of 
ana the erection Uf a 1public lbuilding thereon at Cherokee, : pension to Daniel R. Garman ; to the Committee on In"alid 
Okla. ; "'to the Committee on ·P.ublic 'Buildings and Grounds . • .Pensions. 

lso, a bill (H. "R. 8617-) ·to provide .forthe purchase ·:of a site ' Also, u bill (H. R. 8631) grant.i:ng .an increase of .pension 1:o 
anU t l1e ·erection of .a IJ1,il5lic building thereon at 'Ponc.a City, Irhomas J. -O'Harra.; to the ·Committee an Invalid .Pension . 
Okla.; to the OOIIlllli:ttee -on '"Punlic ffiuildings ~and Grounils. .By Mr. ,COSTEILO: .A bill (H. fR.B-632) granting a !Pension to 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8618) 'to 'JWOYide 'for the-purchase or a site Christiana Hoffman; to the Committee on Immlid Pensions. 
and the•e.rection of·a publiclJuilding 'thereon nt ·Cherokee, Okla.; By 'M-r. ·FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 8633) .granting an 1ncren ·e of 
to t11e ·Committee on ·Public iBuililings and Grounds. pension .to.Roscoe·Sclmtt; to the Committ eon Pension . 

.\..l:o, a bill (H. n. 8619) to provide for the purchase of a site 13y l\Ir. ·G00DA1lL: A •bill (H. R. "863"-!) gTanting 11 pens ion to 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Fairvie\Y, Okla.; Alice l\Iay !Lewis ;:to the :Committee on illniliil Pension ·. 
t o t lle Committee on Public Euildings and Grounds. By 1\Ir. KEARNS: A l>ill (H. n. 863:-) granting a 11e1k·ion io 

B.r 1\fr. BACHARACH: A lbill ·(H. n. 8620) to restore to the -susie Pyle; 'to the Committee on Itwalicl Pensions. 
color: nnd granting amnesty 'to -sdldieTS, sailm·s, -and marines, . By 1\:lr. LEA of California: A bill (H. H. 8636) granting an in
and to certain other1persons; to grant:.additional ··pay·:to officers, · or.ease ·of '})eilSion to Charlef'; E. ·Kin~ l {>y; to the 'ommittee on 
enlhltNl men, and others who ·en" c1 in -tlu~ -arme:d..for.ces . d.f ~the :Pension . .. , 
•Unlt et1 S tates in the ·war ''"ith GeTmtmy;an.d' fm· ,·other purposes; "'By J\Ir. i\IOHGAK: A hill (H. H. ?~n: :7 l grnn t iug n 11en ·ion to 
to tlle ·Committec on Military Affairs. HenryS. Palmer; t o tll c Committe~ o:1 lnyaliu Pen,·ions. 
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BY i\ii'. RCULLY: A bill (H. R. 8638) to utilize certain un

expended balnuces for the purchase of certain real estate for the 
Signal Sen·ice of the Army, and-for the maintenance and oper
ation thereof; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr . .... BW'TON of Minnesota: A_ bill (H. R. 8639) granting 
a pension to Harry L. Vining; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Wesley 0. 
Dodge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

AI o, a bill (H. It. 8641) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Rbufelt; to the Committee on Im·alid Pensions. 

AI o, a bill (H. R. 8642) granting a pension to William H. 
Gros.·; to the Commitiee on Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (ll. R. 8643) granting a pension to Rachel J. Har
lan; to the Committee off Invalicl Pensions. 

By Mr. 1'1----.E:WTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8644) granting 
a pension to Fritz Hintermerer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By ~lr. O'CONNOR: A bill (H. R. 8645) for the relief of Law
rence Bendlch aiH1 Anthony Vezich; to the Committee on Claims. 

By l\lr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 8646) granting a pension to 
Emma .J. ~rcCmnsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\lr. ROWE: A bill (H. R. 8647) for the relief of the 
owners of the American schooner Will ian" H. Sum net·; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By 1\lr. RHREVE : A bill (H. R. 8648) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Conley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 8649) granting a pension to 
Hanna11 l\f. Chalmers ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\lr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8650) granting a 
pension to F. ,v_ Gerding; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
ions. 

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 8631) granting a pension to 
Thomas E. Nichols; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By 1\lr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 8652) granting a pension to 
Guss Hughes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\Ir. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 8653) granting a 
pen ion to Laura l\1. Leach: to the Committee on Invalid Pen
ion . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8654) granting a pension to Ellen A. Cain; 
to the Committee on Im·a1id Pensions. 

PETITIO~S, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Enterprise 
Rebekah Lodge, No. 46, of Plymouth, N. H., favoring the adop
tion of the league of nations; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By 1\lr. ASHBROOK: Resolutions of Local No. 205, Inter
national Molder ' Union, of Newark, in fa-vor of House bill 
3149 and Senate bill 1G99; to the Committee on Reform in the 

ivil Sen·ice. 
By 1\Ir. FITZGERALD: Petition of postal employees of 

Boston, l\fass., favoring immediate wage increase to postal 
workers ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By l\lr. FULLBR of Illinois: Petition of the women and girl 
workers of the Ci \'il War, of Oakland, Calif., favoring an 
increase of pension for the widows of Civil 'Var soldiers to $35 
per month; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Sioux: City Live Stock Exchange, opposing 
enactment of the Kenyon bill, Senate bill 2202; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the clerks and carriers of the post office at 
Sycamore, Ill., and re olution of the .Illinois Association of 
Postmasters concerning increase of compensation; to the Com
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Joint Conference on Retirement for the 
Civil Senice of the United States, for the Lehlbach retirement 
bill (H. R. 3149) ; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. GOULD : Petition of tile po tal employees of Canan
daigua, N. Y., fa•oring the pas age of Senate joint resolution 84, 
to increase the salaries of postal clerks; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By 1\fr. KAHN: Resolution by the Forum of the city of Pater
son, N. J., indorsing and urging legislation for the national de
fense through universal training; to tbe Committee on l\Iilitary 
Affairs. 

By !\Ir. McLAUGHLIN of Xebra~·ka: Petition of sundry citi
zens of Beatrice. ~ebr. , urging ('ongrel'ls not to adopt any form 
of uni.Yersal mi,ita t·y training; to the Committee on Military 
Affuirs. · 

By Mr. ROW AN: Petition of Archbishop Plunkett Brauch, 
Friends of Irish Freedom, urging Congress to recognize the Irish 
republic ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. H. Davidson, of New York City, X Y .• 
favoring Senate joint resolution No. 84, to increase the salaries 
of the postal employees 35 per cent ; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: Petition of postal employees of Boston, 
Mass., asking for an increase in salary; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By 1\Ir. V ARE: Petition of Shirt Manufacturers' Association 
of Philadelphia opposing formation of dye licensing commission 
to regulate dye imports; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\Ir. YATES: Petition of E. J. Brach & Sons, by Frank V. 
Brach, vice president and treasurer, Chicago, Ill., containing 
protest against House joint resolution 121 and Senate joint reso
lution 57; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of city of Philadelphia, by 
W. l\1. Coates, president, W. R. Tucker, secretary, protesting 
against Senate bill 810, entitled "A bill to establish an inter
state market system, and for other purposes"; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Illinois Live Stock Association, by E. F. 
Keefer, secretary, Chicago, Ill., containing protest against the 
Kenyon and Kendrick bills; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Traffic Club of St. Louis, l\Io., urging the 
passage of the Esch-Pomerene and Poindexter bills; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Railton Stillwell, Chicago, Ill., containing 
protest against the Kenyon bill; to the Committee on Agricul
ture. 

Also, petition of H. E. Bartlett, Chicago, Ill., urging the in
crease of salaries of the postal employees; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Free Sewing Machine Co., Rockford, Ill., 
containing protest against the Nolan-Kenyon bill; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Sioux City Live Stock Exchange, containing 
protest against the Kenyon bill· to the Committee on Agricul
ture. 

SEN .ATE. 

FRIDAY, August ~13, 1919. 

Rev. John Paul Tyler. of the city of Washington, offered the 
following prayer : 

Almighty God, judge of all the earth, God of our Fathers, 
command, we beseech Thee, upon us Thy servants this day Thy 
spirit of grace and wisdom, that in all that shall be done and 
said Thy name may be glorified. Hasten the day, we beseech 
Thee, when out of all the tumult and the shouting and the noise 
among the nations of the world the still, small voice of Thy love 
and 'visdom shall be heard. Bless, we beseech Thee, our coun
try, our President, the nations of the world, and grant that the 
day may soon come when the government of the world shan rest 
upon the shoulders of Him who is our Lord and King. Bless 
those who are sick and in distress of any kind. Bless every 
home in our land. Keep us true and faithful to Thee until the 
end, ::mel then grant to us Thine own blessed well-done. For we 
ask it in Jesus' name. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. CURTIS and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal 
was approved. 

EXTERMINATION OF COTTON-BOLL WEEVIL. 

:.Mr. RA.l,SDELL. Mr. President, in view of the high cost of 
li•ing which is being emphasized so much now, and the impera
tive necessity of working and saving, I wish to present a very 
brief report this morning on the cotton-boll weevil. I do not 
ask to read it, but will print it in the RECORD with a short ex
plant~.tion. 

'Ve all know that the cotton-boll weevil has done immense 
damage and probably reduced the produ~tion of cotton so greatly 
that the product is now bringing a much higher price than it 
would bring if there were a large supply of it on hand. 

It is thought by those who have investigated the subject care
fully, and I am one of them, that a remedy for the boll-weevil 
pest in cotton has been discoYered through a poison known as 
calcium arsenate, which "·as developed in Tallulah, La., nt.an 
experiment station there conducted for the Department of .:'l..gri
culture by lVIr. B. R. Coad, an able scientist, under the auspices 
of the Bureau of Entomology. l\lr. Coad has been working at 
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